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* ſupporting one's own — or fer examining thoſe of 
others, a Man needs no Apology.— But for perſonal ill Treat- 
ment, there can be no ſufficient Excuſe. 

| See an Epiſtle to WARBURTON. 

f Whoever engages in the Defence of a Party with the uſual Vio- 

= lence, you may be ſatisfied, and may take it for a general Rule, 
bas not his Zeal from Religion, but ſomething which lies at 
Bottom, of a quite contrary Nature. K 

zar for Truth ariſes from abundant Charity to the Souls of 

Men: So that CyariTY and ZEAL are nearly ally'd, if 
they are genuine. |  GROSVENOR. 5 
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A 
PREFACE to the Reader. 


that I have endeavour'd to bring the matters 
under diftinf# heads of argument; which 1 


j N the following Vindication, you will find, 
=> have divided into ſections. My reaſon was 


this, viz. to make the argument more eafily un- 


derſtood, by freeing the memory from thoſe blend- 


ings of ideas, which muſt have been the caſe, if I 
had purſued Mr. Burroughs's defence in that or- 
der in which it is wrote, — To the Reader there 


will indeed be ſomewhat more trouble in turning 
over to Mr. Burroughs's pages: But this, I hope, 
will be recompenſed by the method taken. 


De introduction is chiefly taken up in defend- 


ing myſelf from the imputations of the writer ; 


und in ſupporting the charge of bigotry laid 


againſt the party. KA, | | 
Sect. I. —_—_ e inſtitutions, their 
nature, defign, peri 3 

roughs has carried their importance too high; by 
making mere will and pleaſure a ſufficient ground 
of obedience; and by denying that the gracious 
and uſeful purpoſes propoſed in them, alters any 
thing in the nature of obligation. — The capacity 
and integrity of infant-baptizers virtually called 
in queſtion by him. — The analogy between bap- 

r 


tifm 


— ſhews, that Mr. Bur- 
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5 (iv) 
tiſm and circumciſion. — The conſent of the fub- 
Jett confidered; or the profeſſion of his own faith, 
— The righteouſneſs fulfilled therein the ſame in 
mnfant-baptiſm, as in that of adult-baptiſm. 

Sect. II. Upon our Lord's going from Galilee 
0 Jordan to be baptized of John. Mr. Bur. 
3 s ſenſe of it only imaginary. 

Sect. III. Upon proſelyte- baptiſm, which ews, 


that proſelytes muſs bave had the water 2 


ration applied to them, by virtue of the Mo 


conſtitution; 2 neither Joſephus, Philo, nor 
any Talmudical writer bad took notice of it, and it 


greatly aſſiſts us in accounting for John's coming 


£0 prepare men for the Meſfiab's kingdom. by the bap- 


iſm of repentance. Water-baptiſm not an inſti- 
 Tution of Jeſus, or had not iti origin in bis ap- 
PRs but vas a Jewiſh rite e by him. 
Sect. IV. Infants tbe ſubjects of - wwater- 
San I does not appear to be the mind of 
Chriſt, that none but adult perſons ſhould be bap- 
tized. — Our Lord's Rabbis in favour , infants, 
V infants are equally the care of heaven now, 
4 under former difpenſations, this is 4 reaſon of 
their baptiſm. — Our Lord has given no ſuch ac- 
count of the ordinance of 22 as forbids them. 
— "Nor is Dr. Gale's argument. from the teach- 
ing, concluſive ; for infants belong to the all na- 
tions that are to be baptized. — Arcumciſion Was 
as muth a ſeal to * — 'sſeed as to himfelf. — 
No vaſt difference between 79 being a ſeal and a 
token,—Circumcifion properly ſucceeded by baptiſm, 
tho' females had 2 11 6 of circumci 2 in 


their LE 3 they were ects "7 in the cove- 
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(9). 
nant with\the males —Tf injury has been W to 


Philip in the debate between us, Mr. Burroughs 
las done it. 


gect. V. Upon the mode of baptiſm. The 


word gane, 1 Cor. x. 2. cannot fignify-to plunge, 


or have an alluſiue correſpondence with plunging, 


by an overwhelming or encompaſiing, — The al- 
lufive ſenſe, oben applied to the baptiſm of infants, 
much more eaſy and rational. — Mr.'Burroughs's 
emphatical ſenſe of u, Mark i. 9. confidered, ani 
ſhewn not to be emphatical. The terms, comin 5 
up from, or out of the water, does no way ex 
F lain the mode of baptiſm. — No more ftreſs to be 
laid upon in than upon ar. — The diſtinction be- 
tueen bapto and baptizo. 

In theſe ſections, I have raten in thoſe argu- 
ments, upon which Mr: Burroughs profeſſes to lay 


the greateſt fireſs ; and, us far as I am capable of 


knowing myſelf, with a ſincere and fervent regard 
for truth, and for the honour of Jeſus. 


7 defigned 40 have troubled the world no hw 


with my thoughts on the Mo of infant-baptiſm : > 
but Mr. Burroughs's charge of injurious 
inſolent treatment both of fm, and of the el 


body of Anabaptiſts, has made it neeaful F Should 2 


take fome notice of his defence. , Mr. Bur- 
roughs ſhould give this vindication an unprejudic'd 


reading, I am in hopes he will not ſo Here cen- 


fure me as be bas dne. 

Tf the contrary ſhould happen, and be thinks I 
have i nur d him, be is at liberty, to ſay whatever 
elſe he can of me, or of my writings, only let 
him have a regard to truth, and he is welcome. 1 


will 


| 
1 
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( v1 ) 
will promiſe him this, that whatever he ſhall djj- 
cover in me, unworthy the Chriſtian, I will nit 
call it invective (b) ; but will ſecretly honour 
him for it; tho' Tdare not openly pay him ſuch 
reſpect, for fear of provoking him again to charge 
me with hypocriſy (c). — 1f he is upon good 
grounds perſuaded, that I am doing any diſſervice 
zo the cauſe of true religion, or that I am injuring 
the intereſts of pure and genuine chriſtianity, in 
my life or doftrine, the more he expoſes me to con- 
tempt, the more he leſſens my influence; and the 
| better, — FI know myſelf, I would rather wear 
ou the remainder of life, even bereaved of that 
friendſhip I now ſhare from men, than be found 
making uſe of ſuch provifion to the diſhonour of God, 
or to the propagation of falſhood. — But if Mr, 
Burroughs has nothing more to ſay, nothing better 
10 ſay, than what is contained in his defence; J 
hope he will excuſe me from any farther notice of 
the controverſy. © | 
De Reader vill not take offence, at my repeat- 

ing the ſame reaſoning in ſeveral parts of this Vin= 
dication; fince, he will find the ſame ſort of argu- 
ment with ſome variation, as to the hight in 
which it is put, as frequently uſed by Mr. Bur- 
rough, which has made ſuch repetitions unavoid- 
I am, with all humility, and to the utmoſt 
of my ability, at the ſervice of men, 


. C. F. 
(3) Def. p. 7. I. 9. 
(e) See che ground of this, Def\ p. 9. begin. 
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THE 
INTRODUCTION. 


| 8 Mr.BuRRoUGHs, in his defence of his 
tuo diſcourſes, &c. has been pleaſed 
to treat my per ſonal character, as well 
as that of my writings, with great 
freedom, I would here offer a few things in de- 
fence of my character, which is impeach'd by 
Mr, Burroughs ſays, (a) © that I ſeem to ex- 
V pet ſome advantage to myſelf by concealing 
“my name, in all the ungenerous treatment I 
* give to others.” 
What he means by this infinuation, I do not 
well underſtand. — If he would intimate, that 
there is ſomething in my character, which, if 
known, would prejudice the reputation of my 
writings; or diſcover any deceit, hypocriſy, or 
mercenarineſs in my aims or intentions, it is, 
(thanks be to God) out of his power, or any 
man's elſe to make ſuch diſcovery. | 
If he would in ſinuate, that I have any reaſon 
of fear or of ſhame, or have any ſervile depen- 
dance, either upon him, or upon any other 
adult baptizer, or adult baptized, he does me 
wrong, for I have none: And in my inquiries 
(a) Def. p. 4. | | 
after 


(viii i ) 


after truth, 1 fear no man, nor ſtand in awe of 


the diſpleaſure of any. 


If he would inſinuate, that I expected to be 


treated with more caution and reſpect by the 
concealment of my name; I can aſſure him, that 
I did only pee and dgfirt_ to have the argu- 
ments I have advanced (in defence of infant- 
baptiſm) treated agreeably to their ſtrength and 
degree of importance: Nor am I ſo much un- 
acguainted with the world as to ſuppoſe,” that 
men would conclude” there was any thing either 


berter or worſe in my writings, on account of 
their being anonymous. — Anonymous writings art 


very common. — But whatever were my expec- 


tations, Mr. B. has ſufficiently convinc'd me, 


that it was in vain fot me to expect to be treated 


more courtroiſſy for being ' anonymous ; ſince he 
cauld not ſurcly-have treated the vileſt character 
with more dedignation or contempt.” — However, 


to remove from him all offence, from ſuch con- 


cealment, I have to this V. ae pretized my 


name. 
Again, he chargeth me with nulrtion or 
hypecriſy;” p. g. — with an impatience of contra- 
diffion, and an inclination to trie and contention, 
p. 7. — And throughout bis defence, he imputes 
to me a proud, uncharitable ſpirit, fill'd with the 
moſt ſovereign contempt of the whole body of 
adult-baptizers. 

This is a very injurious repreſentation of me; 
for I am conſcious never to have intended to 
throw the ſeaſt contempt on the body of them; 


no, nor upon any one individual. of that body, 


On 
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(ix) 


on account of his differing ſentiments. — Not- 


withſtanding this, Mr. B. will have it, that 1 


have faden occaſion to fall foul on bis charafter, 
« and endeavoured to 1 all. bis brethren into 
« contempt (B). 

In del of the truth of this accuſation, I re- 
fer the public to their own examination of the 


appendix to Mr. B's defence, and this vindication ; 


not doubting, but that the impartial will con- 
clude, that Mr. B. has verified an old proverb, 
viz. That it is much more ſafe for ſome men to 
fea ſheep, than for others to look over the fence. 
He has indeed ſhewn me the way of falling 


foul on charaFer ; — but, I hope, I ſhall keep 


ear of an imitation ; if there be any diſtinction 
to be-made between Juft ſatire, and /currility or 
defamation. iQ 

And yet, I acknowledge, I have expreſꝰd 
contempt towards the 3100 Rx of the party; 
and I think T have a right fo to do; as when I 
ſay, * That tho it muſt be own'd, that zruth 
« does not always fide with numbers, or take 
e up her dwelling with the majority; yet it 
«© ſeems ſomewhat wonderful, that ſhe ſhould 
«only have ſo ſmall an handful of advocates 
* among the many parties and ſects that make 


« up the chriſtian world, Nor only fo, but it is 


« amazing that this particular feature of hers 

e ſhould Fon ſo widely in its effects upon its 

© admirers, even as to produce an unhallowed, an 

© uncharitable zeal in every individual, in pro- 

portion to the attachment he has for it 4 ” 
* c Abend. . 

Def. p. 4 =, ppend. p. Do 


— 


o | 
Do I direct a ſovereign contempt, in this paf- 
ſage, at the number, or at the bigotry of the 
party I am content to refer myſelf to any un- 
prejudic'd reader, of common underſtanding, 
But the party is chargeable with b:gotry, in 
the point of baptiſm; maſmuch as they look 


uypan-their mode of it, applied only to adult-/ub- 


eckt, as neceſſary to determine any to be of the 
v1/able church of Chriſt, which is the manifeſt de- 
ſign of Mr. B's tao. diſcourſes, and of his de- 
fence; in which he expreſly ſays, that ſuch an 
application of baptiſm, is < that very way which 
_ «Chriſt has thought fit to appoint, in Which 
. meh ought to die profeen of the chen 
religion (4). — So that all other baptiſm is 
invalid; and none are properly chriſtians, but 
the adult-baptized. — This I take to be manifeſt 
bigetry ; and as ſuch, the proper fubjeR of cn. 
tempt and ridicule. 1 
Mr. B. Iam perſuaded, would himſelf expreß 


2 like ſovereign contempt upon a papiſts claim. 


ing the character of a true catholic. | — or upon 
his defending the literal ſenſe of, s this it my body, 
in order to prove ?ranſubſtantiation : f or, upon 
aSTEBBING's declaring, that a. man might be 
treated as an HERETICK. by the eh cobo 
was nothing like it in the eye of God. — Or, up- 


2 


chriſtian communion, concerning which, men 
M4 not. poffi bly have any clear, ; ind, Or deter — 


minate ideas. I dare ſay Mr. B. would think 


theſe things proper ſabjeQs of ridicule and c- 


(4) Def. p. 60. and two difrour ſes throughout. 
3 e * tempt. 


n articles of faith being made the terms of 


- 
— ©7535, re ry — feds — 


fn — Aa, eas Ay A uk _ —_—_ 1 erer oe LSE, CASA 


r cc” — 8 Z - _— Our. 


FF TT 4 & wn Rn ET fn Lat 


Th. 
© 


(xi) : 
tempt. — And why then ſhould not the bigotry 


of the anabaptiſts be treated in like manner? 
they actually lay fo great a ſtreſs upon Their way = 
of baptizing, as to deny church. fellowſhip, or a 


communion © with them at the Lord's table, to all 


ſuch who are not thus baptized. This is true of 


the body of them. Nay, they can admit a'paeds- 


baptift minifter to preach to them, and offer up | 
their prayers and praiſes to the God and Father 


of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, even in the ſervice 
immediately preceding their celebration of the 
ſupper, and yet he muſt not partake with them' 


of that thankſgiving rite, — If this be not bigotry, 
I know of none in the world, Here is © a diſ- 


e proportionate concern to the weight of the 


e matter, and to the prejudice of a more impor- 
e tant truth.“ Foraſmuch as baptiſm, in 


their particular way, is made more neceſſary to 
church communion, than to the final happineſs 
of men. For ſuch paedobaptiſts can be allowed 
by them to be berrs of God, and joint beirs with 
Chriſt, but yet, not ſit to partake with them of 
that ONE BREAD, of which all Chriſt's diſciples 
ate commanded to partake, 

I perſiſt therefore in ſaying, that the advocates 
for truth, are but @ very ſmall handful, and the 
viſible church of Chriſt is almoſt inviſible, 7z. e. 


if none but adult-plunging-baptizers, are 7ruth's 


* lincere adyocates; and if their practice is of ſo 


much importance, as Mr. B. contends for, in 
his tue diſcourſes and defence, For men, accor- 
ding to him, are not the v:/ible members of Chriſt's 
church, who have not made an ohen profeſſor of 

- 6 _ tne 
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(6 
their on faith and repentance, by adult-plung. 
ing- baptiſm. This is the drift of his «vbole rea- 

ſening, or, to me, he is unintelligible. ; 
Every impartial reader of my defence. of in- 
fant-baptiſm-will plainly ſee, that that ſovereign 
contempt which, Mr. B. ſays I ſhew to the ana- 
baptiſis, has the bigotry of the party, and not 
their perſons (on account of baptizing) as the 
ſubject of it, — For I have no where call'd in 
queſtion the integrity of the adult-baptizer, — I 
have no where made their practice a di/qualfica- 
tion for church communion, — neither have I 
laid ſuch a ſtreſs upon any mode of baptiſm, as to 
contract the compaſs of Chriſt's viſible church; 
nor ſo, as to exclude men from any of the privi- 
leges and benefits of the goſpel ſalvation, But, 
The charge I have brought againſt the ana- 
baptiſts (e) has too much occaſion given for it, 
even with regard to that wnſeemly degree of 
_ warmth expreſſed by them, when debating the 
point of baptiſm. I have been an eye and ear 
witneſs, among many others, of ſomething like 
a feveriſh heat in the ſpirit of a very publick 
rformance, tho delivered by a gentleman of a 
very publick charaQter, — And I have been in- 
formed by very worthy men, from their own 
perſonal knowledge, that ſome of the moſt ſhin- 
ing characters that have lately been among the 
anabaptiſis for learning, and for temper and mo- 
deration, in all other reſpects, and who would 
have been ornaments to any denomination 


(e) N. B. I uſe not the term by way of reproach ; but becauſe, 
in my opinion, they practiſe re. baptixing. | 
| | | of 
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of chriſtians; have not been able to preſerve their 


moderation, when debating on the ſubje& of 
bapti/m. VEE r 

Even their great advocate Dr. GAL E, has not 
been free from this cenſorious, uncharitable tem- 


per; as appears by his reflections on Mr. Wall's 
hiſtory, &c. For in p. 187, he ſays, That 


* John baptized by dipping, is as plain, as a 


thing can well be; and were it not for the 


* DARING TEMPERS of ſome men, it would 
t be trifling, in ſuch an exceſs of light, to at- 
** tempt to prove it,” Can any thing be more 
mrs, Is not this, to charge men with im- 
pudence? Whence had he this exceſs of. ligbt, 
that ſhews-mens tempers to be daring, who at- 
tempt to prove that Jobn did not baptize by 
dipping ? There is nothing in the zZext, nothing 


in the hiſtory of the ſacramental uſe of water 


among the Feus, to prove he did; their priefts 
always uſed the water of ſeparation by ſprinł- 
lng H. There is therefore no ſuch mighty ſtreteb, 


dipping ; as he aſſerts there muſt. (g) 


do give Fobr's baptizing another turn to that of 


oy 
* 


Nor is that writer only guilty of a fingly 8 


vertent charge of mens wanting integrity of 
mind, who differ from him in the affair of bap- 
tiſm ; but having ſaid, without any ſufficient 
warrant, that Haba rendered diſciples, Ads xv. 
10. * intends only the converts, exclufevely 


© of their infants, if they had any.” He then 
lays, © This, you ſee, Sir, is ſo very clear, that 


% nothing but pREPposSESSION could incline 
V See the Challenge. G) Reflefions, p. 187. 
"5  _ 


(xiv) 


« any man to aſſert, it was infants: eſpecially 


«of whom this voke was Is to be 
ut. (Y)“ 

as exreſ of light he had here, I cannot 
ſee: The prepoſſeſſion which he mentions, ſeems 

to have had ſirficient ground in falt to ſupport 
it; ſince that yoke refer d to, v/z. that of cir- 
cumciſu, had been ever applied to infants, and 
but rurely to any elſe but infants, during the 
Fewiſh ſtate: But with what face the ju DAI- 
ZERS would have put this yoke upon the d:/- 
aiples, without intending to put it upon the in- 
fants of thoſe neu conuerts, I cannot Pollibly 
diſcern. Therefore infants muſt! ſurely: 
tended'to be included under the name 2 iſeiple, 
inthis place: And the prepoſſefion"is unavoidable. 
Sor that to talk of the etymology” of the word, as 


he does, is of little avail in this place, when it 
was highly improbable that infants ſhould be 


here excluded the idea annexed to the term % 


cipler, but muſt be intended peer e the an- 


cient cuſtom or uſage. 
But Dr. Gale is yet mote free with the moral 
ener of thoſe who differ from him; for, 


r'be, aſk a countryman' what he means by ö 
1 * word ſcholar, he will tell you, he means 


ce one that goes to ſchool to learn. And 
„hat by diſciple? —— One that holds fuch a 


te man's opinions, and thinks his way beſt. And 
* you will find the country- man underſtands 


his mother- tongue better than ſome others 


e ſeem to do; and if bett more  boneft fimpli- . 


(h) ns; p. 296. 


ws « city, 


be in- 


2 


„ 


« AND PARTIES "wt ſuffer forme men of let- 


ters to do. (i? 


What can be a x Tay infolens hm. 


the paedobaptiſis than this? The braſs: of abet | 


and parties — Is this Catboliciſn ? And yet this 
came from the pen of one of the f/f character 
among the auf arab ts, both for e 37 and 
learning. 


men of integrity, none free from the f. — 
intereſt and parties but themſelves; nay, none 

reaſon or conclude with the common ſenſe of a 
ruſtic, in the affair of baptiſm, but themſelves, 
—— Compare theſe paſſages of Dr.-Gale, with 
W ay title page, from his Relation, 


717 . 


"And if-I de not. egregiouſly  raiſtake, * 


B's defence has ſomething, way | ns. "oh in it, 


| tis not fall of bigotrys.. 


He has indeed rxprefs'd his 3 under 
a colour of juſt reſentment for my contempt of 
him and of his brethren ; and for the injuries Þ 
had affer d to: his finn uur; but that this 
was no more than a colour, "what I have already 
affer d, with the following part of the vindica- 


lion, I hope will ſufficiently evincſ. | 
L 1, mh here take notice of Mr. B's mention- 


« the poor, deſpifed anabuptiſts, and his in- 
0 timating the great contempt and hardſhips to 
Y Refledtions, p. 296, 297. | 


80 that t the ſigma of bigotry is but 100 juſtly 
he on the party ; fince none are allowed to be 


*© which 


i 

: 
if 
* 
1 

2 
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(x1) 
« which they, of all men, ate moſt expos d. 
Their being content to forego ſome advantages, 


„ which they might enjoy, if they could think 


< and practiſe as their neighbours do; and their 
<< bearing reproach plentifully caſt Rk them 
&« for venturing to differ, ( ; 

This ſort of. repreſentation, I have Heard at 
their publick baptiſms, when the exhortations 
to courage and reſolution: has been given, and their 
ſubmiſſion to plunging baptiſin applauded, as an 
inſtance of very PIE Mm to the inſtitution 
of Jeſus. / 

ut 1 b aſk, are the uk, more 
expoſed to contempt, neglecł or ill uſuge from 
men, on account of their way of baptizing, than 
others who d:fſent from the eſtabliſhed forms of 
worſhip . As to the meekneſs of their ſpirits, 
and their patience under oontradiction, and rei 
bearing reproach with a chriſtian ſpirit, if Mr. 
B's x define may ſtand as a ſample 5 it, they 
have little room of Who he de- 
figns to reflect upon as their weighbowrs, that en- 
joy advantages which they themſelves are ob- 
liged to forego, from the greater: 'tentlerneſs of 


their conſciences, is not my buſineſs to take no- 


tice of; I know of no advantages 1 n the 
_—_— above them. 

Neither can I diſcern the reaſon of the Hel 
mation, poor and deſpis d  anabaptifts ! They live, 


for any thing I know, as —_ liel and 


enjoy as much liberty and freedom as their neigh- 


bours. —— It is therefore a poor — 


0 Defence p. 65, comp. p. 7. 
that 


— K 2 


Mr . 22 


— 
— — 
rn 


58 ern 2 


B 


6 ( xvil ) 
that the anabaptiſts are deſpiſed on account of their 
venturing to differ. But — If Mr. B's complaint 
is for want of a civil eftabliſhment of his practice, 
[ ke no remedy but patience.— And as to the 
courage requiſite to the making, what Mr. B. 
calls, an oper profeſſion by baptiſm, it does not ap- 
pear to demand more courage than to the making 
an open profeſſion over the memorial rite. Unleſs 
they mean, that ſuch extraordinary courage is 
needful to go into the cold water, in cold weather.” 
Andas to: this, I doubt not. but many are ob- 
liged to ſummon up all their reſolution to comply 
with it. And yet, there may Pp be ſome 
reaſon.” afligned for it among themſelves; inaſ- 
much, as great numbers of af theſe chriſtian peo- 
ple remain unbaptized, So that, reſolution may 
be needful for quitting the rank and ation of 
thoſe inuiſible members of | Chriſt's church. 
I hope I do not miſrepreſent them, ſince Mr. B. 
« thinks it confiſtent with great catboliciſm to 
deny that any others are viible members of the 
© chriſtian church, than thoſe who make pro-—ꝛ 
% Feſfon of their bn faith. (i!“ Which in his 
two diſcourſes he has aſſerted, muſt. be dne by 
baptiſm. It muſt, of conſequence] be for want 
bf countenance from numbers of their own peo- 
ple, that ſo much courage is n it and not 
to the contempt or reproartrof others. 

To talk therefore: of the poor and deſpijed; at 
this time of the day, would much better become 
the; mouth of an enthſiaſt, whoſe chief buſineſs 
i to work” ny the HT of "we n thaw | 

0 Def. p. 48, 49 c ps 
we: 1 


(* 
it ean become the pen of an anabaptiſt, who 
thinks religion to be a reaſonable ſervice. 
But yet, if the anabaptiſts do give juſt ground 
of ridicule from their manner of baptizing, they 
may thank themſelves for it. And it is incum- 
dent on them to ſhew, that plunging in cold 
water, with manifeſt per] ta ſome conſtitutions, 
bas not the air of fanaticiſin. That is to ſay, in 
ſuch caſes where it could not be juſttfied but up- 
en an expectation of ſome exrraordinary inter- 
poſitions of providence in their favour; which 
ſeems to be a ſubject of rĩdicule. 
Should they urge the danger that attended cir- 
cumei ion. It would be a ſufficient anfwer, that 
the made of circumciſion admitted of no ambi- 
guity in the command that enjoined it; whereas 
the word gane, cannot be confin' d in its ſenſe 
to plunging, but as properly ſignifies a partial 
application of water. 
But it ſeems 1 had faid, © I cannot but think 
<< that the ſerious Paedobaptr/t ſtands as much ex- 
pos d to the fc and ſucer of men; for it is 
< almoſt enough to give any thing a good grace, 
< that it has any oddneſs or peculinrity in it 6% 
Mr. B. ſays, which oddneſs and peculiarity 
tt are the very things I had in ſome parts of 
4 my appendix made the foundations of the con- 
* Zemp# caſt by me upon their whole body (). 
- Iam conſcious of no ſuch thing in the of- 
gendiu, as my making the oddneſs and peeuliarity 
of theit mode of baptiſm the foundation of my 
caſting contempt on their body. Tho! I ye 
lun] Append: p. 40. U Def. p. 66. 9 
* | a 'fay, 


95% % Ty ww 


tention. 


( xix ). 

ſay, that was plunging-baptiſm to be regarded 
and complied with, only on account of its pe- 
culiarity, ſingularity or oddneſi, it would be 
very agreeable to the taſte of the preſent age. 

Nevertheleſs, this I intended not, nor do intend 
as a reflexion on the node of baptiſm, in order to 
throw contempt on the whole body of adult-bap- 
tigers; but to ſhew, that they are in no more 
danger of reproach for their practice, than i- 
fant-baptizers are for theirs. 1 

Mr. B. farther ſays, That my works ſhew 
e me to be inclin'd to frife and contention (o). 
And he alſo has intimated what ſome of my 


works are; for he ſays, that I have attempt 
ed ſome defences of the chriſtian revelation (p). 


It Mr. B. does me juſtice, all my friends are 
either prejudic'd, or weak, or unfaithful to me; 
for none of them have ever yet. reprov'd me 
for diſcovering an inclination to firife and con- 
But, Mr. B. I preſume has done 
me injury, by repreſenting my abborrence of 
bigotry, to be a ſovereign contempt of perſons ! He 
has not diſtinguiſh'd between the enmity I have 
to narrow, zmpoſing, uncharitable ſentiments z 
and a delight in reproach, ſcorn and contempt of 
men, which is inconſiſtent with ſuch enmity. 

I ſhall proceed to vindicate my remarks made 
in the appendix upon Mr. B's two diſeourſes ; 
and defend my argument for nfant-baptiſm 
againſt his defence. | 5 


00 Def. p. 7. N 600 p. 15. Note. 
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SECT.” 1. 

Of poſitive ann More particu- 

larly, of water-baptiſm among chri- 
ſtians, its origine, deſign and uſe.— 

In the place of circumcifion. Ri oe” 


ouſneſs fulfilled in the baptizing 0 
infants, equally with that fulfilled in 
the bapt ;/m of adult perſons, 


. P!  Ater-baptifm I have all akin repre- 
. ſented as a Few rite, which Jeſus 
adopted, and has appointed the 
uſe of, in order, to initiate into his 
<6 x church or kingdom; or to diſtin- 
2 guiſb men and their families from 
thoſe who embrace not the chriſtian doctrine. At 
the fir preaching of the goſpel, men, who em- 
braced it, were immediately initiated, together with 
houſholds, by baptiſm and as this was the manifeſt 
intention of the rite in the apoſtolic age, it cannot 
vgnify more in any after-· age. And, 


Ma 


to be eſtimated from its ſe and intention; for even 
principles and ſentiments, tho? ſupported on truth, can- 
not, by a juſt eſtimation, have their importance 
carried farther than their aptitude, influence, or ten- 
dency to promote moral  reftitude, —— But, as bap- 


"yu 


8 ( 22) 
tiſin has not any virtue or influence, in a moral 
ſenſe, to purify, or to ſave; but can only mark out, 
or ſeparate a perſon, or initiate into a conſtitution of 
race and life, it can be no more than a poſitive rite, 
tho* Jeſus ſhould appoint, and an apoſtle adminiſter 
it. For baptiſm no more ſezares the virtue and 
happineſs of a grown perſon, than of an infant. 


Befides, a due attention to the end and defipn of 


baptiſm, muͤſt be of importance in ſettling the con- 
troverſy about it. It ſhould ſeem to be only a rie 
of ſeparation. Thus Jobn underſtood it, when he 
 Eompared his baptizing with water, to our Lord's 
Lapttzing with the Holy Ghoſt, and with fire. The 
Former baptiſm of our Lord's, 9 72777 the apoſtles 
to the important work of publiſhing the goſpel ; 
the latter ſhall ſeparate the chaff from the wheat; or 
the wicked from the righiteous. So St. Paul 
underſtood baptiſm, When applied fo the [/aelites 
being ſeparated from their former taſt-maſters the 
tians unto 'Mofes. — And ſo the baptiſm of men 
and their houſholds did. and does ſeparate from the 
infidel world, as the pcculium of God under Jeſus. 
This paſtulate will-ſhew, that the quantity of wa- 
ter is not eſſential to the idea of baptiſm; the end 
of baptiſm being anſwered as well by the /Þrinkling 
of water, as by perfuſion, or by Plunging. | 
And will alſo ſhew, that a feparation may as well 
be made of infants, as of groten perſons; unleſs there 
be any expreſs probibition of its being ſo applied. 
Upon which principles 1 ſhall build the following 
vindication : being perſuaded, that there is no ſuch 
probibition; but many arguments to be offer'd in fa- 
vour of ſuch a view of water-baptiſm; eſpecialh, as 
it anſwers to the den and end of Chriſt's coming, 
which was to redeem or ſeparate men to himſelf, and 
to take heirs under his ſpecial care and proiectiun. 
Mr. B. is indeed angry with me, as having mif- 
reſented him, be ſays, in the affair of paſuive 
1 1 rites; 


CCC 


. 


(623) 
rites; and 2 me *© with ſurmiſing, with- 
« out any occaſion, that he intended to expreſs a 
« falſe way of reaſoning upon the point of ritual in- 
« ſtitutions. (a) Nay, He ſays, © I begin with a 
« downright falſe quotation, and wrong him by 
« citing a part of his ſentence, and leaving the reſt 
« unquoted. (S) 3 
The truth of the caſe is this; I have ſaid. That 
« in order to deter and diſſuade from a neglect and 
« contempt of poſitive commands, from plauſible ar- 
6 unge this is given as an example, viz. That 
« the ale neceſſity of the one, and the manifeſt ine. 
&« riority and ſubſerviengy of the other, is manifeſt un- 
« righteouſneſs and injuſtice towards God. (c) 
This I quoted from Mr. B's 2 diſcourſes, p. 7. in 
which he aſſerts, «++ That if we pretend to chuſe 
« for our ſelves, and to ſtick to moral righte- 
« ouſneſs, in the neglect and contempt of poſitive 
% commands, ſuch a neglect and contempt as this, 
« ſuch a chuſing and refuſing at our own will and 
« pleaſure, let us ſupport it in our own minds by. 
« ever ſo plaufible reaſons, as for EXAMPLE, the 
« abſolute neceſſity of the one, and ihe manifeſt inferi- 
« ority and ſubſerviency of the otber, is manifeſt un- 
& righteouſneſs and injuſtice towards God,?“ 
Let it be obſerv'd, I have only quoted the example, 


2 an example; which he had produced to illaſtrate 


his argument by: And 1 have made the citation full 
and exatt . If therefore the example does not fuit 
his reaſoning, or does not afford an inſtance that 
will iuftrate his argument, is it my fault? Am 1 
hence liable to cenſure? It is unfair treatment, ſince 
I obſerved, that Mr. B. has denied that it can be a 


proper example. For he ſays, * it is a downright cl. 


* furdity and contradiction in its own nature to reject 
* poſitive inſtitutions on the accoupt of their being 
(a) Def. p. 12. p. 9. 


only 


(24) 


& only ſubſervient to moral purpoſes ; for if they are 


at all ſubſervient, that is a good reaſon why we ſhould 
«© obey them. (a) Upon which I remarked, 
« That this, no doubt, 1s a juſt way of treating 
< poſitive inſtitutions ; but then, how this ſhould ever 
ce be eſteemed a playable reaſon for neglecting them, 


«© when it is @ downright abſurdity and contradiction in 


< is own nature to reject them on account of their 
e being only ſubſervient to moral purpoſes, ſeems diffi- 
cult to make appear. (e)? 3 5 

Again, Mr. B. ſays, That I have repreſented 
* him as affirming the plauſible reaſon, which he 
« mentions as an example, to be tbe wunrighteouſneſs 
« and injuſtice : — that I cite a parentbeſis out of his 
« ſentence, and tell my readers, that ;he calls the 
things mentioned in W nchen beer 
and ijuſtice towards God; and for this refers to ap- 

* pena. P. 3. U % . e eee 

The foundation of this I find not, — and refer 
with freedom to the ſame append. p. 3. This ex- 


ample, I obſerv'd, can only be defended, from 


mens making it a reaſon of their wilful neglect of 
the poſitive inſtitution, as he would inſinuate ;— 
but not being able to ſee how it can be made a rea- 
Jon of ſuch neglect, add, if it ſhould be under- 
<< ſtood as expreſſing falſe ideas of the diſtinction 
* between Poſitive commands and moral righteouſneſs, 
<< the example is then itſelf a falſe. example and 
(0 deluſtve. (e)* | 22 E 


Every one may ſee, who reads the appendix, that 
L had no intention to weaken thoſe arguments which 


do properly recommend obligation to pęſtive con. 
mans ; but only to preſerve that diſtinstion which is, 


in the nature of things and in all revelation, made 


between moral and poſitive commands; from p. 3. to 


a . 1 ee eee eee 
p. 9. — And in p. 41: I have owWn'd, that 


(4) Two Diſe. p. 10. . | (e) Append. p. 4. BOTS 
Y Def. p. 10. (s) Abend. p. 33. 
et, x 8 8 . ; « with 


„ 1 ²⁰·m. ̃̃̃ . ⅛—ÜͤVn!n! ⅛ ¼⁰u ũ UU — . Oe: as 


|. 


(#5) 
. with fei ard to external beinen, poſiti itive in en 
tions ftand upon the ſame foot as the doctrines do 
« ro which they refer; for. he who faid, 1 am, the 
10 «rein 6 and ihe Ii fe "aid alſo, this 2 i in remem- 
ance of me.” _ 
But altho*. the authority of Jeſus nn reſpect to 


dftios Tſtitutions is unqueſtionably binding, fe o ar 


as meg can diſcern the mentor or defign of them; 
yet eld we catinot with truth fa „that the autho- 


_ tity of Jeſus 1 theſe rnfe 21101 things, i is of equal impor- 


tance to his Authori ty in | thoſe s ater things t to whic 
105 inferior things 70 Flt, ly. Jt fubſe ervent. Ani 
becauſe that Pot tive Tatts {ſuch as, 20% and the 
ſipper) N Are mne fly inferior to moral. oe 
ce we conclude it i is that they are not univerſa 
diſcerned with the fame Per ic and tearneſs, Lo 


abe Piop tis and fin indere chriſtians z, and' cools 


ently, * theif influence is not ſo uniform upon hop 
ich is the im or tänce of things of. oral, immur 
Rk eternal obligation,  .. 


. e thete certainly is 18 4 Keen 07 a decp: 


17 Ad onin neſt 'obletying, the po itive inſti- 
11 Oe of Jeſus A all uch who he's the. reaſon 
of 5 F diſcetn che ! lamp of. their obligation. 


B. ſcems inder to me, to have carried 


(leit ih rtance much t high; Which muſt offend, 
2 an c neillate the mind of an infidel. For 
„ If; there de a a ood proof « of : a divine in- 
ee good | proof that God requires us to uſe 


« 4 el Fe of ere, tho” In, our e; es ever 
480K 


149511 


«the deſigt a of it; yer to "file compliance i in ſuch 


4 4 caſe. 10 downrigh the difo 
« tion of God's av hotiry ; | "which is is a8 certainly 
* ws tho? of a 4; Herent kind, as the breaking 


* what we uſually call à moral precept: For tho? we can 


6 \ AbſtraQtedly conceive of things as __ good 


"(b) 4 vpe im. Matth. iii. 15. 
> om 


(26) 

ce and right, without immediate regard to any ſig- 
& nification of God's will concerning them; yet 
there is in reality nothing fit or juſt for us to do, 
but what becomes ſo by means of God's diſpoſing 
things in that order, from which the ſeveral rela- 
tions and obligations in life ariſe. (i)ꝰ And he ſays, 
in poſitive inſtitutions, the mere will of the law- 
« giver, conſidering who the law-giver is, is a /uf- 
66 ficient reaſon for the ſubject's obedience. (i)“ | 
I am not ſure that mankind has ever been oblig- 
ed, by any poſitive inſtitution, from the mere will 
of the law-giver, For they all ſeem to have had 
reſpect to ſuch a diſpoſition of things, from which 
their relation and obligation has n and there- 
fore the mere will of the law-giver has not been the 
fole reaſon for the ſubject's obẽdienſe. 
For, as to the reaſon of the rite of circumciſion, 

Dr. Patrick thus expreſſes himſelf; he ſays, The 
«moſt plain and obvious reaſon is, that it might 
« be an apt token of the divine covenant made 
* with Abraham and his poſterity ; that God would 


(7 multiply their ſeed, and make them. as the ſtars | 


% of heaven, Gen. xv. 5, It is probable alſo, that 
& this part was choſen rather the any other to 


4 make them ſenſible that this was a divine fa- | 


« crament. For nothing but God's inſtitution 
« could at firſt engage men to lay that part bare 
% Which nature hath covered. ()“ 


I would beg leave to add, that it ſeem d to int 
mate the obligation they ſhould be under of guard- 


ing againſt the exceſſes of bodily. impurity, which 


greatly prevailed in Arabam's day among the nati- 
ons. This is evident from the repeated danger Sa- 
rab had been in of having her chaſtity violated. See 
SECT EE IR OF 
” () Twwo di/c. p. 19. 8 9 Ibid. 
(%) Comment. on Cen. p. 290. 
F a Beſides, 


wm, 3 —ẽͤ 
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8, 


Beſides, the want of cbaſtity had occaſioned that 
ſwell of impiety Which brought on the deluge, or 
the deſtruction of the old world. See Gen. vi. 4, 
5, 6. Eo oro ale gas, RT 5 
There was therefore a manifeſt reaſon or fitneſs, 
for this poſitive rite being made the token of God's 
covenant with Abrabam. boat ane 
That the rite was not applied till the eighth day, 
the above writer has aſſigned this reaſon, viz. <* be- 
« cauſe till then they were look'd upon as imper- 
« fect, as not yet ſufficiently — purged; 
« for which'reaſon beaſts (we find afterwards) were 
not accepted by God till ſeven days were paſſed 
« after their birth, Exod. xxii. 30.(m)” 

The rite of circumcifion ſtands thus, Gen, xvii. 8. 


God had promiſed! the land of Canaan to Abraham _ 


and to; his ſeed after him, for an everlaſting poſſeſ- 
ſion z which covenant, ſays God, Ze /hall keep between 
ne and you, and thy ſeed after thee ; every man child 
among you ſpall. be circumcijed, v. 10. Hence the rea- 
ſon, deſign, or intention of the vite was evident, 
viz, the Keeping them a diſinũ people to whom the 
promiſe. was made. So that as this was the /enure 
of their poſſeſſion, it was, at the ſame time, a re- 
canciling reaſon to their ſubmitting to the rite. Now 
had this been the whole compaſs of the Arabamic 
covenant, or the whole intention of the rite; at the 


Abrahamic. covenant intended more; for God had pro- 

miſed that. Abrabam ſhould be the father of many na- 

tions, v. 5, which promiſe is made more explicite, ch. 

XX11, 18. viz. that in his ſeed all the nations of the earth 

fhould be Bleſſed. And hence the reaſon of the rite con. 

tinued till the coming of the Meſſiah. | 
(n) Comment. on Ger. p. 293. 
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The deſcendants of ahain dude therefore ſee a 
reaſon for their compliance” with the poftive rite, as 
it was the ſeal of the" Abrabamic' covenant in which 

they gloried. blow blo od do nolfhurts!> + 
Thus in the paſſover, another rite enjoined cir 
obſervance thro? all their generations, they Had the 
reaſon aſſigned, viz. God's wonderful "appearance in 


favour of lirael, in that dreadful night,"-wheii bis angel 


deſtroy'd all the'r 1 R8T BORN of Exypt. It was but 
fit that ſome memorial of ſuch on interpoſal of divine 
tenderneſs, in paſing * lle bouſes of the Uraelites, 


| ould be inſtituted. 1 257 100 88... 


In like manner, f * turn to the chtiſtian rites 


of baptiſm and the ſupper, we ſee à reaſots, A Haitall. 


ref. : in the one and in the other, e. g. 

k im; — foraſmuch as the Arbe covenant 
had had its accompliſhment, in the coming -of the 
promiſed ſeed," who er to bleſs all nations; and the ſeal 
the ol tovenant was now cancelled, it having done 
its office in preſerving one people and family diſtind: 


: — It was therefore proper, bighly fit that a rite ſhould 


take place, that ſpould every where intimate, that 
che old rite was cancelbd; and that no Anion any 
more\remain'd of /e or of nation, in the view of 
the new covenant. And the application of! baptiſmal 
ater to men who embraced/chriſtiatiry and to their 
offspring, did, and does every where fignify, the 
unlimiled extent of that fa vour and protection Which 
the goſpel covenant would exhibit © But"as|ftz/þ in 
Abraham, was previouſly requiſite to his häving the 
feal of the tovenant of "peculiarity applied to him and 
to his ſeed, as well as in every pro He to the Few! 
religion, before he and his children were admitted 
to have the ſeal; 10. faith in the goſpel; and reper- 
tance towards God was previouſly requiſite in ſuch per- 
ſons who embraced chriſtianity,. to their haying the 


| babe cal * to them and to their offspring, or 


-houſhold3 
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r 
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rr 


Oer 


hopſholds 3 ; which Pre-requy EN do continug 1 every 


rarnſehanginjg + this, fines the biſtory of theſe Po. 
live rites, Tuſed, either under the covenant "of pe- 
culiarity, or under the goſd 74 covenant] | gives us no 
reaſon to im agihe, | that t he cer wth of either cove· 
pant, were to have a change in the | manner of ap- 
plying the e 2. But fe rabgm's faith Schein 
110 his 7900 a e to he ſeal of circumciſion ʒ 
5 the Fab of converted Fews and Gentiles entitled 
them and their families or deſcendants to the ſeal 
of haptiſm; it follows, that to init upon the gfter- 
fofterity of converted chriſtians — — edu ated i in the 
ame faith with their parents, ore they receive the 
al of haptiſm, does appear to be an innovation u 
the order oi r oeco⁰] of Ae; initial rites. _ or 


i © wo 


e or, as ee * — 
his whole kala, and all bis m e deſcendants 
to the fame rite that was apple to Rinelf, ſo u 
the faith of the convert to chriſtianity, his *w ole 
houſhold; or ber whole ] Houſſold were entitled to 
the - ſame Nea; and had it actually r 
Nor could the Jews miſtakę in this article, fince 
they a were addreſs'd. Fate under 2 195 en- 
view of the goſpel cove nt, it 
1 4 2 | HEIRS e . . . 
80 dur TI Ipeaks to Zaccheus, 12 ts: A — 
This F day is ſokoation't come 10 THIS HOUSE, — | 
miſe 3s ta" you and to von CHILDREN," St. Pejer 
As ii. 39. — Beljeve m ibe Lord Teſus Cori: "an 
thou ſpalt be ſaved and Thins ROusE, 4 . 31. 
— So Cornelius was 6 Bid to ſend for Peter, who ſhould 
tell him words whereby he and ALL mis HE ſhould 
be ſaved, Alis xi. 14. — So Criſpus is ſaid to believe 
on the Lord with all bis houſe ; and many 7 Corinthians 
doubtleſs, vith or houſes, if heads of hes 
| were 


1 
were 1 4 viii, 8. S0 Stephenas with bis 
bouſhold were ' baptized, 1 Cor. 1..16; — Alſo Lydia 
and ber bouſbold, Als xvi. 13. Hzſtances ſufficient 


to ſnew, that the ſeal, or token of the new covenant 


had a correſpondency to that of the Arabamic ſeal; 
inaſmuch, as if a Fran believed, his whale bouſe were 
. haly, an gene to 1 r of. the 

e and conſequently; to the prima 
| — rp token... Þ « a man. : believed, N aul le fond 
HIS HOUSE. . 

And as the rite of circumciſion was. 5.10. ge YL a 
family 85 people till the promiſe was .accompliſh- 
ed, 4 then become U b fo the rite, of . baptiſm, 
which ſucceeds.it, ſhould. be perpetuated. z-as. it is 
a ſymbol of the . undiſtingui Ming grace and favour 
of the chriſtian, covenant, and intimates, .. the ex. 
tenſroencſs of it to Jes and Gentiles, among all na- 
tions, and all ages. Beſides, it ſhould be continued 
as — of the 1 iy of the chriſtian. conſtitu- 
tion, and may well 72972 the interval between our 
Lord's baptizing with the Holy Chad, and. his bap- 
tizing with free, ix. At. that period, when he will 
come with (bis fan in his hand, and.. will thoroughly 
977 bis floor, aud gather the wheat. into | his. 45 5 

ay the chaff with re . i 
11, 12. 

Nevertbeli, T have . ' that Mr. B. carries 
his notions of poſitive institutions too bigh;;. notwith- 
ſtanding in his defence, p. 17. Ph ſays, <<. by conſe 
<< Jering- who. this law-giver i is, he plainly. ſhews his 
4 belief, that he never appoints. any one ritual in- 
10 ſtitution for the fake = mere will and pleaſure, but 


i for, wiſe, and graciaus and uſeful purpaſes, tho? it 
Py x not be always expedient for us to be told 
at thoſe purpoſes ate.“ — As he inſtances in 

= 8 1 deconomp itſelf, — and ſays, . He does 
<< not believe that there was one ritual inſtitutiqn 
4 enjoyned for mere will and pleaſure, in the mind 


44 of 
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te of the law-giver. himſelf, — tho' it was not need- 
« ful, nor perhaps fitting, that they ſhould then be 
4% acquainted with all thoſe purpoſes. As to great 
e numbers of thoſe inſtitutions, it has been abun- 
« dantly proved by judicious authors, that they 
« were wiſely calculated to ſerve good purpoſes: 
And if we were thoroughly acquainted with all the 
* circumſtances of the people to whom they were en- 


 « joined, and all the diſpoſitions and cuſtoms of their 


« heathen neighbours, and all the views of the 

« divine mind to future times, I make no doubt 

te (ſays he) but we ſhould ſee wiſe and good reaſons 

&« for every particular inſtitution, But God, it 

« ſeems, the he knew ſufficient reaſons for every 

inſtitution, did not think proper to acquaint the 

Upon this, ** he would aſk the gentleman who 

«1s fo fearful of ſhewing too much regard to the will 

«ot the law-giver, ſeveral 1 8 — * As 
Whether the Fetus were obliged in conſcience to 
«obey the inſtitutions given them? Whether there 
«was a reaſon” ſufficient, to demand their obedi- 
„ ence? or might they refuſe becauſe the particular 

« intentions were not publiſhed ? — And whether 
any man under the goſpel could be excuſed from 

« ſubmitting to the ordinances of. baptiſm. and the 
& Lord's ſupper, even in caſe, he Laer nothing 
e more relating to them, than the command of 
“ Chriſt, and the proof of his having authority, 
from God to demand obedience from the ſuhjects 
of his kingdom.” | | 1 


« 


. 


Mr. B. farther fays, © he ſhould have no great. 
ee opinion of a man's fidelity, let him talk ever fo. 
« loudly of moral obligation, (#)" 7. e. if he would 
not even in ſuch caſe ſubmit to the inſtitutions. 
This, I apprehend is no more than the putting a 
frring of queſtions, upon mere Hpotbes. For altho? I 
doubt nor, but there was a reaſon for every one of 
. (n) Defence, p. 23, 24. the 


2 as WE; 


(32 
che CM Fnjutions, aa 40 think Hat learned 
men Have Well accounted for numbers of them; 
yet Jam not ſure, that that people were not better 
acquainted with their own circumſtances, and with the 


diſpofitions and cuſtoms of their heathen neighbours, 


Tg even thoſe learned men, Who, at this diſtance, 
Rave rationally accounted: for many of their inſti 
furions ; And therefore, I. ny not 6 that God 
on not think proper to acqua nt that people with 

e reaſon of them, I an, on 55 Na of 
| opinion, | that, thy aid diſcern ſom; /on 0 Every, ins 
the,” Wa, 1 Fl 40 f i ve of - th low: 


A 1e 2 n 2 Fog by 15 any 
ceremonial was enjoined. without farther ©: rea ons than 
mere whitt aj N95 leaſi re, it bes not fu mY 11 eber 
— And AS 755 the go 74 lei, think. m Fel 

r in the Point, 5 ho one 1 + Is, enj join 
1 from the mere plea 110 1 5 1 
Not do T know ho\ 1 E ab 109 prove 
that. hrt ſt had Eb. Go, 

* 


5 


our 
2 ence 7 es Which had Fe more khan 
TR 01 11 boſe 6 1 5 121 


x, 2 fo U Mad well 1e ben. 
of us, 77 Wap dee R tive appoi Int- 
TN L 16 LEY quite, Aer 1 N from 
4 olit with. whic ate t 
| 1 05 ed. © 1155 idea of 1 1 he © Fo im- 
4 res” © Weatneh incötmf patible to ating divine 1 1 
< whole perfecti o noth in but or ſome 
<<" wiſe een An id or be pa, Nor can ſuch, 
7 a blemiſh ig a Ne 10 2 Gyirütent, any, 
& fore than to "he 1005 07 G0 25 as an arbitrary, 
* act's chat is, ah a& of the ing will without a 
e beast. wht 855 18 855 end. (oY? é 


405 Dr. Groſwemer's. moral hear. PP i laut, 
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3 2 may inen een Sen, in er- 
rraordinary caſes, to try the faith of particular perſons, 
were the rea/au or end hay not born — 2 
ven; as in the caſe of Mrabamis offering up his 
= aac. Or, a ſubmiſſion may have been de- 
manded to a tranſient rite, ſuch as that baptiſinal one, 
mentioned, John xiii. Begin. — But then, in the for- 
mer caſe, Abraham was not ſuffered. to carry his be- 
dience into full execution, but learn'd the end of the 
trial without it. And in the other, our Lord di 
not demand ſuhmiſſion from mere authority, but af 
ſured Peter, that what he did to him then, he 
ſhould know, which he explained immediately after 
the waſhing was oyer z and che rite was not applied 
by Peter who was ignorant of its intention, at the 


time of its application, but by Jeſis, who well knew 


the intention of it. 


N. B. It might here be aſk*d, What righ1couſne/ 
was fulfilled by the diſciples . con/ext . rite, 
when they were ignorant ot the deſign of it, that 
. not be fulfilled by baptiſm upon infants? 
et, theſe inſtances will not ſupport the argument 
for an imphcite /obſervance of | poſitive rites, where 
mere pleaſure only makes the demand. For, 
Our bleſſed Lord always addreſſeth.to men, as 
reaſonable beings 3 and demands no credit, no obe- 
diente but what is worthy reaſanable nature. He 
ever. took the utmoſt pains to convince. his audience, 


4 


that he only wanted men to reaſon and refleft, — to ute 
their powers, and to be determined by the weight 
of evidence. Hence, I cannot think that he 
eyer intended that mere authority ſhould be ſufficient 
o command our obedience. 5 

And yet, the authority of Jeſus, will, doubtleß, 
give great weight even to a moral precept, — But I 


SAY unte You, love pour enemies. — A new ccmmand- 
ment 1 GL. upto you, that ye love one another. And 
this authority will enforce n pofitrve inſtitution, ſugh as 


that 


— —-— — 
6— m— . — non 


Mr. B. 


4 4 
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634) | 
that of baptiſm or the ſupper. — But not this, unleſs 
There appear ſome ſuitableneſß in the rite, to anſwer 
lome known end worthy of the inſtitution. 
And thus in the initial rite, grown perſons dif. 
ern 4aptiſm to be expreſſive of their ſeparation to 


God 1n Jeſus, and-of their obligation to perſonal 


-purity. — And they likewiſe diſcern, that it can be 
applied to their of pring without 'diſtinfien of ſex, 
which circumciſion could not be, — And as to the 
ſupper, every one may fee, that it has a more exter- 


foe blefling to commemorate, than that which the 
Paſſover had. VVV 


Upon the whole, I muſt own, that I can have a 
good opinion of a man's. fidelity, tho* he ſhould ob- 
ject to a poſitive rite; for which He can ſee no reaſon, 
but mere will and pleaſure. And herein 1 differ from 
But Mr. B. ſeems to ſay, that poſitive inſtitutions 
-oblige as much from mere pleaſure, as if the reaſon of 


them was diſcerned, © His words are theſe, / << In: 


* deed he (i. e. God or Chriſt) is pleaſed, under 
the diſpenſation of the goſpel, to let us know 
the graczous and uſeful purpoſes propoſed by him 
in the inſtitutions enjoined to us. But ibis Al. 
"TERS NOTHING ' in the nature ef the, obligat. 


cc 
4 


g ls 3 
HFere, I am of opinion, Mr. B. has fully explain- 


ed himſelf; and ſhewn the undue fireſs which he lay: 


upon mere authority, And by it, no doubt, he great. 


ly obſcures the light which we have into the nature 
of obligation. For ſurely,” to know the gracious and 
*uſeful purpoſes of an inſtitution, muſt make great al. 
teration in the nature of the obligation, to what it 
would be, if mere will and pleaſure gave us the whole 
condition or ſtate of it. So that, Mr. B. would. 
make poſitive commands to have as much weight as 
rational and moral obligation; nay, if I miſtake not, 


he 


„ —— = ²˙ WU Þ % TW 23*& 


(262) 

he has ſet mere will azove the rank of moral obliga. 
nin; ſince a knowledge of the gracious and uſeful 
purpoſes which there are in a poſitive injunction, al- 
jirs nothing in the nature of the obligation. But had he 
attended to the reaſoning of —— in the 
tract before refer*d to; he would have found a ma- 
nifeſt diſtinction juſtly made, even between poſitive 
commands whoſe ſuneſ is diſcernable, and moral ob- 
kgation.  'Foraſmuch as, the Dr. ſays, Some 
«. things are abholutely neceſſary to ſalvation, and in 
«their own nature, without which there can be 
* no ſalvation at all. But no merely poſitive ap- 
6 pointments are neceſſary in this ſenſe, (i. e.) ab- 

i ſolutely and in their own nature. — And yet, a- 
diſpoſition to obey divine orders, wherever they 
Hare diſcerned, either pofiiive or moral, is part of 
that holineſs*0//bour which no man; ſhall ſee the Lord. 


« LA ſacramem is a poſitive rite; and not to be 


© compared with moral virtue, but a diſpoſition. to 
© obey God's order, is moral virtue. (2 : 


Mr. B. is greatly offended with me for charging 
the anabaptiſts with calling in quęſtion the capacity, 
Hor integrity of all that declare for infant-baptiſm. 
That if 1 deſigned this reflection againſt him 
* alone, I did very wrong. For he has done no 
© otherwiſe than given the reaſons why he differs 
from his brethren. (x) _ MN IL 
I have already hinted at the manner of his rea- 
ſoning or defending his practice, as cenſorious and 
uncbaritablo. And I yet inſiſt upon it that it is ke 
the reaſoning of a proteſtant to reflect 2 him and the 
generality of the defenders of adult-plunging-bap- 
tiſm, as having called in queſtion both the integrity 


and capacity of infant-baptizers ; Mr. B's two' diſcourſes 


are not to me intelligible, if they do not charge 
men with being either weak in their intellectuals, or 


r 


() See his moral obligation, prop. i. ii. iti, 
55 (r) D p. 63, 64. 6 


1 


E 2 | ell 


(%, 
elſe diſhoneſt, who ſee not the reaſon, or comply 
not with the practice of adult-baptizers, For 1 aſk, 
in my turn, has he once ſo much as own'd that 
there is any chriſtian baptiſm but what is adult, and 
by plunging? Has he any where own'd, that men 


may — to Chriſt's viſibls church Who gre not ſo 


ized ? In both thoſe diſcourſes and in the de- 
fence bf them, he- aſſerts the contrary, if he aſſerts 
anything, That according to the tenbur_of the 
t new teſtament (the profeſſion which ſhould give 
a right to baptiſm) muſt be a perſena] profeſſion , 
and that bun was deſigned to be the token of 


a perſonal, vulumtary ſubmiſſion te Chriſt. That 


<< to this agrees the PLAN fSsT sRNSE of the com- 
0 miſſion itſelf ; of the EXA NM LE of baptiſm; 
% and of the RE ASONINOS upon it. And that 
1 there is no RooM: for conje igferences from: 


the conſtitution of che AMoſais aW . or from the 


Abrabamic covenapt chat went before it. (6) 


Which, if true, both the iastegriy and capacity of 


infant-biprizers ſtamid impeached. And they muſt 
% anſtuar for tbhemſelves (as he aus, 1 muſt do,) in 
40 adminiſtring what they call. Bantiſm to infants, 


«and admitting "them - as Wale members; of 


church. eo {4 

I wiſh Mr. B. had thought how * bag . it, 
if he ould | be found to have narrotoed the church 
of Chriſt, without any manifeſt authority. — The 
contrafting ſebeme is not greatly favoured: by the genius 
and fpirit of chriſtianity, — And for my own part, 
J declare, that i it is matter of grief to me, that 


any modes are made the terms of chriſtian commu- 


nion; ſince I am perſuaded, there is an unavoidable 


tendency in their being ſo to r tar e 
an: is the dn of beat. stet ot 


G bY p. 47. comp. rave dil. p. 42, 43. 
= Def. p. 49. 


Farther, 


ee. 
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Farther; baptiſm, as Mr. B. has placed it, don't 


ſeem to have chat place which it ought to have in 


the 0cconomy. of poſitive rites, The ſupper, in my 
humble opinion, ſtands far better in che 


y here he puts baptiſm. Foraſmuch as men do, over 


the memorials of Chriſt's death, make a 4 5 of 


their own faith in him, and of t their | s and ex | 
prffations from him. 


The Lord's ſupper does, i in its own nature appear 
w be hetter adapted for the chriſtian's baue of 
lin, and the thankful profeſſion of his hope of pars 
don, than paptiſm: Since the cup is the-commem6- 
9 58 ſymbol of remiſſun of fins in Chriſt's: bla . 
ſhed for many. : ; 

Hain, altho! baptiſm ſhould be allowed tofbe 
ſignificant ſeal or colen of mens being ini into 
2 diſpenſation of pardgn and life to perſons who. have 
renounced. a ſtate; of infidelity. or vice antecedent. to 


their baptiſm, yet, as it is not repeated, it can exhibit 


no profeſſion, of re N nor any ſenſe. of 
— teſpecting thole ſins commitred.. af er ba Lag 


Whereas the ſupper, in the repeated en of 
it, is Tyired; to excite our penitency, and to renew 
—— our faith and ee e 


merey. 
80 chat the children of chriſtian parents ptized 


in infancy, will have a proper opportunity of acknow- 


ledging themſelves finners, who ſtand in need of 
merey. Which Mr. B. ſeems to have made bap- 
tim, adu/t-baptiſin neceſſary for; ſince. he ſays 
* That we are to ſhew, that even thoſe who are 
*. convinced: of the truth and divine authority of 


the chriſtian religion are not, according to the 


* mind of Chriſt, required to take on them by bap- 
* tiſm the profeſſion of itꝰ [7.e. of repentance. ] (aj 


Should 1 aſk Mr. B. whether the ſenſe of obliga- | 


tion to repemtance does not * very ey in 
85 Def. p. 24. 3 
| young 


| 
| 
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te op at he bar made e ſubſtances of the 
4 greateſt part of his dico le, and upon which he 
has laid the greateſt fires for finding out the mind 
5 , of Chrift. { n 
1c make OR for which riegloRt,; 1 would 
Ster that as to baptiſny's being called the : bp- 
Win 1 1 55 repen tance, 5 "which Mr. B. has dilated 
Zr, 387 of his twe diſcourſes — 
10 can ot but at preſent be of opinion, that the term 
7 entaiice, "When firſt applied to baptiſm, bid this 
ed eſſential to ĩt, viz! mens cbangt of mind (53; or 
FRIED remouncing the religions they had before pro- 
feſſed, either of Gentilifm'or Judaiſm. — For altho 
baptiſm demanded a change of vicious habits in all 
fuch who embraced the goſpel, ' to any good 'pur- 
poſe ; yet, I doubt not but there were Many bap- 
tized wich this baptiſm, who were habitually pious 
and holy perſons. Among ſuch; I reckon the guile- 
1e% Nathangel to have been one, and the devout Corne- 
lius to have been another. And I ſee no reaſon to 
exclude either Lydia, or the Eunuch, or Criſpus. 
— 'To ſuppoſe baptiſm to have been the baptiſm of 
repentance to ſuch pious perſons,” muſt chiefly intend, 
their renouncing Fudaiſm, or import che change of 
their rel 123 
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And if we conſider it in this light, we ſhall have 


a reaſon aſſignable for our Lord's ſubmitting to 


baptiſm. As he was by it initiated into à publick 


character, introducing a diſpenſation that was to 
abrogate and diſſolve the Fewiſb diſpenſation- 
I I might take this opportunity to obſerve the 4 


tranſition that there was made between the rite of cir 


cumciſian and baptiſm, between the paſſover rite 
and the ſupper, and between the change of the Few- 
iþ ſabbath, to the chriſtians obſervance of the h, 
day of the week, in honour to the reſurrection of 
Feſus. — But I only leave the hint to the conſidera- 
tion of my reader. in EE 

To proceed, I underſtand baptiſm as a rite properly 


applicable to the infants of profeſſing chriſtians, 


tho? they can neither be ſaid to repent, as expreſſing 
a change of their religion, nor repent of any courſe 
of action; foraſmuch as it does not appear to be 
the ſeal of actual pardon, in its original intention, 


even to the adult perſon who embraced chriſtianity; 


but only a rite by which he was initiated into a con- 
ſtitution of grace, wherein he might be enabled to 
diſcern the doctrine of pardon, in its ſtrongeſt light. 
This ſeems to have been the true ſtate of the caſe, 


fince numbers were baptized for the remiſſion ins, 


who were vicious perſons, and became no true peni- 
tents.” Iufants therefore appear to me the proper 
ſubjects of this baptiſm: of repentance, as they are ini- 
tiated by it into a conſtitution of parden and of Affe. 

The denial of baptiſm to infants of profeſſing 
chriſtians, appears to me as having ſome marks of 
cuelty in it; ſince infants, as I have elſwhere ob- 
ſerved, are certainly! ſubjected to death in conſe- 
quence of the one offence. But as baptiſm is the ini- 


tiating rite into a conſtitution which declares that 05 


in Adam all die, ſo in Chriſt (hall all be made alive, 
this rite applied to infants becomes a proper, ſigni- 
licant ſeal or token of K E MISSION, not of /n or 
1 Perſonal 
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perſanal demerit, but of death, or of their deliverance 
_ from under the dominion of it. So that the ap. 
plication of it, may miniſter comfort to parents 
whoſe offspring die in infancy: And ſhould teach 
them not to — as thoſe who are without hope, 
It is not therefore ſetting a ſeal to a blank: or an 
over-officious way of applying water. — But it is cx. 
preſſive of truth, as it aſſerts the extent of the re- 
deemer's care and dominion. '——— Which the 4. 
xal of this initial rite to infants does not do. 

I know that Dr. Gale has ſaid, That Paedobap. 
« iis are at a loſs to determine, what elſe but ori 
66 * gona fin. infants ſhould be baptized. for. — And 

« concludes,” that if children are not ed for 

actual nor r original fin, it neceſſarily follows, that 
« 2 not to be baptized at all. (3) 

But his premiſes and andi ſeem ohe no good 
foundation.  - 

And Mr. B. ( would not ee me cow paſttive 
that under the diſpenſation of the goſpel, Chriſt's 
<< ordinance of bapaſm muſt needs be admuniſtred 
tao the ſame ſubjects, as circumciſion was in the 
* ſamè covenant made with Mraham and under the 
* Aal law, whether Chriſt himſelf 3 this 
4 proper or not. If Chriſt had thought it proper, 
5 — to the diſpenfation he came - pub- 
5p we are. ſatisfied: he would have given as 
— * directions for the baptixing of infants, as 
e knom he has given for the baptizing of grown 

e perſonz, upon their actual | ———— of er faith | 
5 in him. (a)?! 

Mr. B. has never yet 8 that accoeding to | 
the _ :teſtamenc account of baptiſm, the 1 
| ofeſſing chriſtians. were ever forbid bein ys 
on Chriſt, or devoted er l in — 
the infants of God's people had all along been 

own'd by an initiating rite down from Abrqhaw : Or 


Oe e e e 


(41) 


that there is any more impropriety in their being 


own'd as members of God's viſible church, as they 
had been before own'd to be: Or that any thing 
in the chriſtian doctrine forbids us to look upon the 
branches being Holy along with their roots. But the 
contrary. does appear. And why our Lord ſhould 
expreſly mention the application of the ininating rite 
to infants of profeſſing chriſtians, as circumciſion had 
been under the former diſpenſations, any more than 
his expreſly mentioning that the ſupper ſhould take 
lace of the Jewiſh paſſover, does not appear. —Nor 
has Mr. B. proved that there is the leaſt intimation of 
chriſtian parents being obliged to train up their 
children in the nurture and admonition of the Lord, 
before they had ſolemnly devoted them to the Lord. 
— So that the. contrary yet appears; ſince if Chriſt 
had deſigned any fuch alteration with regard to the 
treatment of infants, among a people who had been 
ever accuſtomed to the application of an initial rite 
to their infants, we have great reaſon to conclude 
our Lord would have been very expreſs in ſignify- 
nd here I would obſerve, that the weight of 
the debate reſts upon the deciſion of the following 
queſtion. . 1 84 5 1 


The queſtion is, Feen Lord's not having par- | 


ticularly-and expreſly ſpecified any anTs in the bapiiſmal- 
commiſſion, does | all circumſtances taken tagether] amount to 


a prohibition of their baptiſm ?. Or, whether | taking in all 


circumſtances | an expreſs probubition was. not neceſſary to 
Warrant us in denying baptiſin io infants + | 

For my own part, I think there can be no reaſon 
aſſigned why our Lord ſhould zeglc# to give an ex- 
preſs probibition, if it was his will that he Nd not 
be baptized.. When I conſider how infants had been 
treated under the patriarchal, and the Moſaic diſpen- 


lations, — When I conſider how our Lord did per- 


lonally treat them, — And when I take notice of 


ſeveral . 


> 
4 
by 
* 


N 
„ 
a x 
Fi 
Fl 
: 
7 
: 1 
: . 
' 
, 
[ 
N 
. 
" 1 
Cel; 
Nh 
4 
it: 
$41 
* 
7 
1805 
1 
1 
9 
: 
: 
259 
; 
, 
$5.51 
ſt 
. 
F 
7 
| 
1 
Fo 
* 
1 ＋ 
. 
1 
| = 
ö : 
F 1 
{ * 
3 
Mm 
. 7 
[| 
| 
F 
Sw - 
£ 
: 1 
i 
> 
; 
£ 
mn 
5 
L 
| 
i 4 
11 
x 
. 
: 
wh 
*'s 
* 
: 
1 
1! 
; 
: 
. 
j 
i 


— —— 
. ˙0 SIA ey — 


— 


—— 

. ]˙ mm , 4 — — 

2 —— —-— — — —— — 
» 


\ 


( 42 ) 2 
ſeveral expreſſions of his apetles in their favour. Par- 
ticularly, that of children becoming boly upon the faith 
of a parent, who otherwiſe would have been unclean. 
If it ſhould be aſked, that fince God bad ſo expreſly 
enjoined circumciſion to Abraham's infant poſterity, why 
was not Chriſt as expreſs in his injundtion of baptiſm to 
the infant-poſterity of chriſtian converts? 

I ſhould fay, it was not neceſſary; ſince by plain 
inference they would ſee it to be the defign of the 
inſtitution : Unleſs they could ſuppoſe, that God's 
oeconomy of grace to our world, which has been 
gradually opening and enlarging ever ſince Araban's 
time till the coming of the Mefieb, ſhould then a- 


bridge and curtail the fignifications of fayour to the 


human family ! Heron ee 
When, on the contrary, the kingdom of the Meſſiab 
did carry thoſe ſignifications to their zenith of per- 
fection, or gave them their higheſt amplification 


or enlargement. — What a ſtrange and unnatural 


inference would it be againſt ourſelves and off- 
fpring to ſuppoſe, that out Lord ſhould reſume a 
grant of favour made to Abrabam, and in him to all 
that ſhould expreſs lite faith with him! | 


* 


Grants of favour are always in [force till a refump: 


tion of them takes place, Which reſumption, in the 
cafe before us, Mr. B. ſhould point out. 
But that #;fants are capable ſubjects of rights, pri- 
vileges, grants, or favours, tho” incapable of the ſenſe 
of obligation whilſt infants, the greateſt lawyers have 
allowed, For as Puffendorf ſays, When any thing 


js to be transfer*d on a child, in way of gift or 


& legacy, at firſt view, ſuch a. donation may ſeem 


«* invalid, becauſe acceptance is a neceſſary condition 


« required in the receiver, which cannot be per- 
« formed without deliberate conſent, and therefore 
«© not without the full uſe of reaſon. But becauſe 


« it would be an intolerable hardſhip to make chil- 
4 dren incapable of theſe advantages, on er 
e | : 66 


——— 
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(43) 
44 of their immaturiiy, when, for that very reaſon, 
« they have moſt need of the afliſtance of others; 
« it is moſt agreeable to equity, that another per- 
« ſon ſhould accept this bounty in their name.—And 
« for this truſt, no man is 10 fit as the father. (5)? . 


The late of nature and of nations has ever allowed 
parents ſuch a propriety in their infant-offspring, as to 


chuſe their guardians for them when in view of their 
own death; and is it not equally right and fit, that 
they ſhould, by the laws of God, be allowed 
to put them under the /ame divine protection with 
themſelves whilſt living? And this by a ſolemn act of 
dedication. Eſpecially, as they and their parents 
are equally ſubjected to an ni verſal evil without their 
own conſent or choice, viz. Death. They muſt there- 
fore have an equal need of the ſame remedy : And of 
conſequence, as baptiſm did initiate the firſt chri- 
ſtians into this ſcheme of life, their infants, by the 
moſt obvious reaſon, ſhould be ſo initiated. And 
till death does exempt the infants of chriſtians from 
ts ſtroke, their claim to this ſeal of the covenant of 
life muſt illude the force of all objection. 

This is in perfect harmony with the deſign of the 
commiſſion which our Lord gave his apoſtles, vix. 
to baptixe all nations. 8 | 

So that there was no manner of occaſion for our 
Lord's exprefly mentioning infants ; ſince, by the 


moſt natural inference or implication, they are in- 


cluded in the commiſſion. — The ſupper is allow'd 


to be properly partook of by the females, from in- 
ference. or implication, — and many other things in 
Chriſtian practice might be mentioned. 


As to the rite. of circumciſion, we might obſerve 


farther, that from its being attended with pain and 
danger, it demanded a more explicize command, with 
a penaliy to enforce it; ſince no man has a right to 


inflict pain or expoſe to danger his infant-offspring, 


Y Of the law of nature, &c. B. vi. ch. ii. ſect. viii. 
| DS - | but 
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(44) 


but with a view to prevent a greater evil, or to 


procure a defirable good. Hence, the omiſſion of 


circumciſion, was threatned with a cutting off from 


God's people, Gen. xvii. 14. the cutting off, the ſep- 
tuagint "renders by a word which ſignifies to deſtroy 
or exterminate, (c) - and fo the Chaldee is obſerved to 
render 1t. (4) | e 8621 

But no occaſion for ſuch an expreſs mention of in- 
fants being baptized under ſo ſevere a penalty, ſince 
baptiſm perform'd by perfuſion or by ſprinkling is 


attended with no pain or danger at all. — And to 


infer from the change of a ſevere and leſs compre- 
benſtus rite, into a rite that is eaſy and more compre- 


benſtve, as including both male and female, to in- 
fer from this change the excluſion of both, is ſurely 


very prepoſterous and abſurd ! —— I might add, 
that the antipacdobaptiſis who inſiſt upon an expre/s 
command tor the baptiſm of infants, without conli- 
dering the manifeſt conſequential reaſons on which 
ſuch baptiſm is ſupported, do venture to expreſ!y 
forbid without any ſcripture- authority for ſo doing. 
Mea have no reaſon. to condemn the baptization 
of ' infants on account of their immature ſtate, ſince 
when we conſider the origine of moral ' entities, or 


do oppoſe. the condition of man to that of irratio- 


nal animals, we ſhall find his bumanity or natural 
ſtate obliging to certain duties, and giving a title 
to certain rights, which he is ſaid to enter upon ve- 
1 e a | 

For, ſays Paffendorf, ( this we conceive ought to 
“be fixed on the very firſt moment, when any 
one may be truly called a man, tho? he as yet 
wants thoſe perfections which will follow his na- 
„ ture in a longer courſe ; That is, whenſoever 
he begins to enjoy life and ſenſe, tho his mother 
** hath not yet deliver'd him into the world. Now 


es becauſe the obligations cannot be. fulfilled by 


(c) 8Zcnobpevinger os. (4) See Ainſworth on the place. 
| GS him, 


(45) 


„ him, without he underſtand his own nature, and 
« the ways of working, they for that reaſon do 


« not actually exert their force, till he is able to 
« ſquare his actions by ſome rule, and to diſtinguiſh 


them by their proper differences. But the rights, 


« on the contrary, date their validity from the 


every beginning of our being; inaſmuch as the 


« engage.other perſons alrgady arrived at the full 
« uſe of reaſon, to ſuch and ſuch performances 
« towards us, and may turn to-our benefit, even 
« whilſt we are incapable of apprehending the 
« favour.“ (e) | 1 1 4681 

The baptizing of the infants of Chriſtian parents, 
has therefore ſomething in it very ſuitable to the 


Law of Nature and of nations, and cannot be 


jaid to be premature, ſince. the humanity of the 
ſubject has already took place. | 5 
It is conſequently too trifling to ſay, that be- 
cauſe infants are not,. in ſo many words, appointed 
to be baptized, as, you ſhall baptize ail the infants of 
believers, that therefore they ſhouid not; ſince the 
nature and defign of the rite ſo applied, harmonizes 
with reaſon, truth, former diſpenſations of poſitive 
rites, and with the condition of the firſt Chriſtians. 
It is no objection that infant. baptiſin is, at beſt, 
built upon inference and deduction. Suppoſing this, — 


ſo are many moral duties and obligations: 8 
our Lord has plainly ſhewn, in that precept, hat 


whatſoever we would that others ſhould do to us, we 
ſhould do even the ſame to them. And moreover, both 
the law and the prophets urge moral obligation upon 
this principle, N | 

There is an eaſy and natural deduction in the 
caſe before us; for children being thus devoted to 


God by baptiſm, have their duty to their parents 


enforced, by doing all in the name of that Lord to 


whom they have been devoted, and whoſe name has 


(e) Of the Law of Nature, &c, B. I. ch. I. Sect. * 1 
| thus 


(546) 
thus been named upon them. But without ſuch a de. 
dication they will not fee themſelves obliged, as thus 
ſeparated, i. e. if we allow that baptiſm- may be 
faid to have any additional obligation to that of na- 


. tural duty. Children obey your parents in the Lord: 


for ibis is right, Eph. vi. x. It is fuppoſed that ch. 
dren were exhorted to this behaviour, where one 
parent was an beathen,. the other a convert to chriſti- 
anity; (/) and if fo, the children muſt be under. 
ſtood as baptized; which they had a right to be, 
if only one parent was a chriſtian, © 1 Cor. vii. 14. 
But if it is the duty of chriſtian's children to obey 
their parents in the Lord, as early as they are capa- 
ble of diſcerning the obligation, they muſt ſee it 
reſulting from their having been devozed or ſeparated 
to the chriſtian name or character, which is equally 
done by baptiſm to them and to their parents. 


The argument from deduction briefly ſtands thus 


 AcarnsT infant-baptiſm Fon infant-baptifn 
2. The plea is fence a- 1. Silence no more againſt 
bout them. than for them. 
2. Not only no expreſs] 2. Houſholds mentioned 
mention in the precept,| as baptized in virtue of 
but none but adult per- the faith of their heads. 
ſons are taken notice of, Infants. had ever been 
as baptized. Therefore received into covenant 
mfants are excluded, |. with their parents ſince 
40 MES Abrabam. — The gojpe! 
covenant, and the A. 
 . brahamic the ſame — in- 
fants actually concern'd 
in the death of Jeſus 


8 | on rſonally. owned and 


lefſed by him; and 


dee Pyl”s Paraphraſe. Preface to the Epheſians, p. 4. 


declared 


2 PER © - RT” 
Mes overt | declared to be the 
' ſtandards of humilit 
and purity to his diſci- 
2 : of ſuch is the 
ingdom of heaven. No 
Precept or example for 
chriſtians bringing up 
.. | their children in the 
chriſtian faith till of 
| mature age before —_ 
«A |  riſm. 
3. Faith and repentance re- 3. Faith and repentance are 
quilite qualifications for requiſite in adult per- 
e Therefore &c.] ſons; and ſo Abrabam 
was commanded to be 
circumciſed and his fa- 
| mily becauſeof his faith. 
But baptiſm may as well 
be applied to infants on 
the faith of their e 
on 


rents, as circumciſi 
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5 er ng | | was applied on the faith 


| 
Ii 
F of Abraham. i 
J 4. Our Lord was baptiz- 4. In Jeſus, faith and re- k 
f ed at adult age. Tee. pentance were not prere- | | 
. fore &c. | quiſites; — in favour of i 
n F 2: Infants) 006th 5 | | | 
t 5. The evnrimifion 1 to 5. Children are the pro- 
e teach all nations bap- per, natural parts of all ö li 
] Ys them. *. baptized nations or peo- ö 
{. &c. , ple; and therefore 
ſhould be baptized; 


1— 
d 6, Infancbapeiſin andy to 6. Inference or daducbion 
He be defended on infe- fo very plain and eaſy 
d rence Lemans in favour of infant-bap- 
d | | riſm, that we imagine 
| ſcarce any thing more 
1 > : — deduced from 
_ 


7. If baptiſm be a ſeal 


at the age of conſent. 
For a covenant is a 
compact or argreement be- 


a0 mean 
8. The condition 
goſpel covenant are 
faith and repentance, 
but infants cannot per- 
form the condition: 5 


: 
— 


© 
** 


1 
* 
* 

* 


- 


are not capable ſubjects 


480 


of a covenant, infants 


of it, as they are not 


Tween. #100 parties, at 


* 
b 


| 
| 
| 
| 


J 
þ 
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* 


therefore ſhould not 
have the ſel. 


of. che 


: 
' 


the given circumſtan- 
ces of any general prin- 
ciple. The voice of rea- 
ſon, the law of nature 


and of nations lend their 


aid in ſupport of the 
deduction. 


7. Baptiſm ſeems to be as 


properly a ſeal of a co- 
venant, as Circumciſion 
was. And infants are 


capable ſubjects of hay- 


ing the ſeal, tho? not, 


at the age of. conſent; 


ſince God's covenant, is 
more properly a 1a. 
ment or will, than a 
compact. In which God 
is one. The principal or 
only party making the 
teſtament, or promiſe , 
ſee Gal. iii. 17,—21, 
Therefore infants are 


| as proper ſubjects of this 
covenant, as grown 


perſons are. 


. Infants are ſubject to 


death, and that by vir- 
tue of the one offence, 


but as in Adam all die, 


ſo in Chriſt ſhall all 
be made alive—infants 


have then a ſhare and 


concern in the . goſpel 


covenant as a ſcheme. of 


life, and therefore 
ſhould be acknowledg- 
ed as the legatees of 

- that 


— 


0 „„ . oo Lo oe as. 
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4 as ſuch, have a right 
to baptiſm, 


| that teſtament, and 


There ſeems to have been a great ſuitableneſs in 
a converted Fewiſh parent*s laying aſide very gladly, 


the painful rite of circumcifion, and applying in 


irs ſtead, to his next born male infant, the 4apri/- 
mal ritt; a8 hereby he gave evidence of his repen- 
tance and change of mind with regard to the religious 
rite in which he had before gloried. And I fanc 

Mr. B. would think it à firong evidence of a Je's 


ſincere repentance, or of his heartily renouncing Ju- 


daiſm, ſhould he ſee ſuch a condert applying Bapti . 
mal water to his child, born after his own conver- 
ſion, who, before his converſion, had always applied 
to his male children the ite of circumciſion. To 


Mr. B. makes no ſeruple of declaring, * that 


© he believes great Catboliciſin to be conſiſtent Ws 
” ; — 


« denying that any other are vibe members of Cbri 
church, than hb Who 2 
&« own faith.“ (g) | 


* at Men of they own faith, he in- 
y ſi 


tends only ſach Who are baptized in adult ape, his 
atholiciſm may indeed be acconnted great, as it 1s 
of the marvellous, or myſtical kind; and will agree 
with that of thoſe churches who deny any. to be 
chriſtians, or in a ſalvable fate, but fuch as are 
within their pw# pale— but ſurely this is not fo pro- 
perly Catboliciſm, as that of allowing all to be ww 
members of the chriſtian church, who profeſs to 
believe in Jeſus, whether they are baptized in in- 
Fancy, or in adalt age, or have not been baptized at 
$7 es Dif... 47. 5 ä 

e G 1 would 


e pke, . 


all, which is my Catholiciſm, and that of many of 
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I would here obſerve, that as the adult-baptizers 
ſeem to lay their whole fireſs upon the conſent of the 
ſubject of baptiſm ; I do freely own the rite, in its 
firſt application, did require the conſent of all adult- 
perſons. who embrac'd the chriſtian doctrine, both 
among Fews and Gentiles. — But then, it does at 
the ſame time appear, that whole houſholds. were en- 
titled to baptiſm, upon the conſent. of their heads. 


And it was in like manner with circumciſion... Ara. | 


bam's conſent was previouſly. requiſite to his own or 
his family's receiving the ſeal of the covenant. — 
But that conſent of fs was ſufficient to entitle all 
His infant-deſcendants in every after-generation, as 
the conſent of the firſt converts to chriſtianity entitles 
their infant-deſcendants in all after-generations to 
„ -: ; nid... NE a, 
The applying it to chriſtian's infant. deſcendanis, 
is in perfect harmony with the application of the 
antient rite of initiation. And with the utmoſt pro- 
priety is baptiſm applied to the infant poſterity of 
the chriſtian converts; ſince the chriſtian covenant 
has included with them, their mat diſtant ſeed.— 
Nor only ſo, but if God is, in Chriſt, the father 
of men, the rite of initiation ſhould be applied to the 
children of thoſe who claim an intereſt in that pa- 
ternal relation. Neither needs any. chriſtian ſup- 
poſe, that the Cod and. father of Jeſus will refuſe 
to be the God and father of his infant-offspring 
ſince he ſignified to. Abrabam, as the Lord God A. 
mighty, that he would be the God of his ſeed after 
him — and accordingly demanded the application 
of the ſolen of that covenant.— Be/ides, there 1s 
nothing to be done on. the part of a grown perſon 
in the adminiſtration of the Zapriſmal rite, but he is 
. Wholly a patient under it. No profeſſion of bis faith, 


er of bis repentance, is demanded in the adminiftra- 


tion of it, from the commiſſion, Matth. xxvill. 19. 
nor from the account we have of the — ap- 
5 5 plying 
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plying baptiſm. But baptiſm was applied, as a ſepa- 


rating rite, to diſtinguiſh thoſe adult perſons and their 


houſholds, who had already embraced the chriſti- 


an doctrine, from the inſidel Jews and Gentiles. 


It ſeems plainly to be a rie of ſeparation 8 | 
amry . 
and their houſholds, and' afterwards to all their in- 
fant-deſcendants: And, in its own nature, it feems 
to differ from the eucharift, as much as the rite of 


ble yt to grown perſons who embraced chri 


circumcifion differed from the paſſover. 
The one only marks out, as devoted to God in 
Jeſus, all who profeſs the chriſtian religion with 


their offspring; the other, requires adult- age to com- 


memorate an event. Do this in remembrance of me.— 


Where the perſon does himſelf, and for himſelf cele- 
brate the rite. But in the rite of baptiſm, he is 
only acknowledged as a member of chriſt's viſi- 
ble church. The one requires faith, love and grati- 
tude. — The other does not demand any mental ex- 
erciſe of the patient — but is the declaration of the 
baptizer, that ſuch a one is owned and ſeparated as a 


member of chriſt's vibe church. | 

If this was duly conſidered, I humbly appre- 
hend the matter in debate would ſoon be ended. 
And ſurely nothing can be more plain and evident, 


than that the ſapper was ſubſtituted in the room 


and ſtead of the paſſover. Which was a rite that 


called perſons to loo back and reflef? on the divine 
favour with gratitude and affection — and there is 


no more impropriety in the baptiſmal rite*s taking 


the place of circumcifion. The one, as well as the 


other, is properly initial; or only a rite of ſeparation 


or diſtindtion. And therefore, not ſo properly a 


perſon's own af and deed, bur another's for him, or 


upon him, whether in infancy or at adult. years. Which 


diſtinction in the two rites is ſo material, that if fo 


underſtood, muſt remove all difficulty about the 


application of baptiſm to infants, 


A | Beſides, 
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Beſides, the obligation af this poſitive rite is as 
well complied with, by ene. who was baptized in 
infancy, as by one baptized in adult age. For, an 
ingenuous mind, who can bleſs God that he was 
born of chriſtian parents, will rejoice in his having 
been early ſeparaled to God by the initial rite, and 
will determine to abide by the dedication, He looks 
upon himfelf as having been under the core and pro. 
teftian of his Lord, who took him under his wing 
when he hung upon his mother's breaſts, .He owns. 
the fitneſs of the dedication; and by the holineſs of 
his heart and life, he confirms the dedication. Nor 
can he, will ke reproach his parents for. making the 
_ dedication without his conſent. — He ſees the reaſon». 
ableneſs of it; — that a true parental affettion was 
expreſſed in it. That the extenfive dominion of 
Jeſus required an acknowledged propriety in him; 
ſince to this end he both died, and: roſe, and re- 


ceived, viz. that he might be Lord. both of the dead, 


and of the living. 


I would, in the next place, refer my reader to 


Mr. B's argument, two diſcourſes, p. 42. where he 
oppaſes the none but grown perfous being receiv'd 
as vi/{ble members of the.chriſtian church, in proof 
« of. its Rate of maturity and full grauub, to the in- 
cc fant ſtate of the Jewiſh church, if the. circum- 
ER: of infants made them members of it.” 
. | 1 „ . 
"He is much offended, becauſe in citing him, I 
have added the word full to growth, (b). He ſays, 


«© I altered his words for the pleaſure of making 


* an imidious perſinal reflection upon him — to 


hing him into contenpt, at the ſame time I pre · 


e tend to ſpeak in his commendation,” 


I awn, that, I have added the word Fall, and am 
perſuaded that any impartial man will ſee, that, his 
realoning will fairly admit of it. His words arc 


(5) Def. 5. 47. theſe 
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theſe, ** But it is an honour to the chriſtian church, 


« a proof of its fate of maturity and full growth, 
« that none but grown. perſons, making profeſſion 
« of their own faith, and of their own reſolution to 
« obey the mind of God, are received as wvi/ble 
e 55 | es Tk 
Now, if none but grown perſons making ' profeſ- 
ſion of their own farth, my their r 2 
to obey the mind of God, do prove the ſtate of 
maturity and full growth of the chriſtian church, how 
have I injured Mr. 3? — The term full added to 
growth, is no way injurious; but perfectly agreeable 
to his repreſentation. — And yet I am willing Mr. B. 
ſhall be his own interpreter; and by grown per- 
ſans, let him mean, perſons not fully grown — but 
then, how this proves the full growth of the chris 
ſtan church, from their being vi/ble members, is not 


qe ſo conſpicuous; neither does it ſo well ſhew 
e force of his argument, Farther, | 


- My alteration is not unjuſt; for if a perſon of 
twelve or of fourteen years of age can but make 
profeſſion of his own faith, and of his own refolution 


to obey the mind of God, he is, by Mr. B's own 
confeſſion, fully grown, or in other words, he is a 
proper ſubject of baptiſm. For Mr. B. has intimat- 
ed, „ that he himſelf has baptized ſeveral perſons 
before they came to full growth.” (k) By which, 
no doubt, he means their bodily grow!h, at the ſame 
time he thought them at ſuch a ſtate of advance. 


| ment in chriſtian knowledge, as ſuits the mature 


fate, the full growth of the chriſtian church — 
otherwiſe. his oppoſition to the infant fate of the 
Jewiſh church, is but a lame oppolition.  _ 
Mr. B. further ſays, He is not ſenſible, that 
e the Jewiſh infants received any ſpiritual advan- 


tage, (which is what this author ſeems to mean 


* by impartments p. 38. I. 6.) by having the ordi- 
r WO Def p. 47. 
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« nance. of circumciſion adminiſtred to them; 
« tho* by the mark which it left in their fleſh it 
« gave occaſion to enquire, when they grew up, 
What was the deſign of it, and might thereby 
« afterwards prove the means of ſuggeſting uſeful 
thoughts to their minds. And to me it is very 
c clear, that no other infants, than thoſe which 
« lineally deſcended from Abraham, ever were 
% parties in the covenant made with him.“ (I) 

What I have faid in the place referr*djto, is this: 
% We expect likewiſe to be ſhewn what 7mpartments 
s are made by baptiſm to a grown perſon, that an 
infant is not capable of receiving.” —— This 
does not at all imply that I thought infants, in their 
baptiſm, do receive any ſpiritual light or flrength — 
but ſtands directly oppoſed to the antipacdebaptijts : 
denying baptiſm to infants, as if ſome impartments 
attended it. And is ſupported by the drift of my 
argument. The ſneer has nothing to ſupport it; 
for I only aſſert, that as baptiſm does not © convey or 
zmpart any ſpiritual advantage either to adult per- 
ſons or to infants, that therefore infants are as capa- 
ble ſubjects of baptiſm as grown perſons. But as 
Mr. B. has well obſerved, * that circumciſion ad- 
© miniſtred to infants might give them occaſion to 
ec enquire, when they grew up, what was the de- 
* ſipn of*it, and might thereby afterwards prove 
e the means of ſuggeſting uſeful thonghts to their 
„ minds; “ fo the infants of chriſtians when grown 
up, being aſſured that baptiſm had been applied to 
them, they would have as much occaſion to en- 
quire what was the deſign of it; and fo it will be- 
come the means of ſuggeſting uſeful thoughts to 
their minds. And if this may be allowed to be a 
ſpirituab advantage, I do allow that baptiſm is a 
proper means to this end. And Mr. B. ſhould 
own e 1092 TY OURS A 
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does not do, as it leaves no mark in the fleſh. 


(55. 
But ſhould Mr. B. pretend that the mark in the 
fleſb, made by circumciſion, had the advantage of 
baptiſm, in giving infants an aſſurance of their hav- 
ing had the initiating ſeal applied, which baptiſm 


I would anſwer, that the female Fes had not this 
mark, and yet were aſſured of their being parties 
in the ſame. covenant as well as the males. And 
not only ſo, but that mark could give the males no 
greater aſſurance of their being the lineal deſcendants 
of Abrabam, than baptiſm. does aſſure us that we 
are the lineal deſcendants of chriſtians; _— Their 
book: of - the covenant, their ſacred writings, and the 
inſtructions of their parents and guides, were to in- 
form them of the original of the appointment, and 


the dggn of the rite; and ſo the New Tgament, 


our parents friends, c. profeſſing to approve and 
to have uſed the initial. rite to their infant off- 
spring, muſt be the ſali factory ground of childrens 
being perſuaded that they have been thus dedicated, 
Nor do I believe, that any parents or chriſtian 
friends, have been ever under any temptation of 
deceiving children in this article. In moſt caſes, 
there is either a public or a private regiſter of ſuch 
„„ ered eilnt 5s Fw 
But hat no other infants, .than thoſe which. lineally 
deſcended from Abraham, ever were parties in the cove- 
nant made with bim, is not clear to me, 00 Mr. B. 
ſays. that be is very clear. in it. 
It would ſeem ſtrange, that the proſelytes to the 
Jewiſh religion, ſhould be admited to the privileges 
of that conſtitution, and yet not be parties in the 
Abrabamjc covenant, when they had embraced the 
faith of Mrabum. To Jews and. Proſelytes was the 


effuſion of the ſpirit. made manifeſt at the day of 


Pentecoſt, {who had come from many diſtant coun- 


tries, As ii, 10.] and this, before the apoſtles had 
. ny 
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eps of bis faith, ſee Rom. iv. 11, 12. 
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uny of them been ſent to the Gentiles, And we 
find one of the ſeven Deacon, a PROSELYTE, even 
Nicolas of Antiach; who muſt have been. circum- 
ciſed, or the Fews would at this time have objected 
And many of theſe proſelyzes we aretold, were at 

Antioch," ch. xiii. 43. ſuch as had embraced the Jew- 
iſh religion, [and who ſeem to have had the faith, 
or fidelity of Abrabam,] who followed Pau and Bar. 
zabas, and were much better diſpoſed than many 
of the lineal deſcendants of Abrabam, fee v. 45. 
I cannot bur think that theſe proſelytes had been 
circumciſed, and made parties in the covenant with 
Abraham ;' they ſeem to have had c:roumcei/ion, the 
ſeal of the covenant by their worſhipping with 
the Jews, and being admitted into offices with 
them in the chriftian church, in the very infancy of 
it ; even before it appeared to the apoſtles that they 
were to go to the Gemiles or Uncircumciſed,  — 
It is not neceſſary that we ſuppoſe them to have 

intermarried with the tribes of Iſrael: Since without 
this; they might be parties in the covenant made 
with Abraham, as they enjoyed the divine oracles, and 
were favoured with a view of the promiſes, and 
alſo as under the more ſpecial protection of the Al- 
mighty, be being their Cod. Nay, the pious proſelyie 
would to greater advantage ſhare the bleſſings of 
the Abrahamic covenant than the vicious, of impious 


lineal deſcendants of Abraham. — For Abraham was to 


be the father of all them that believed, even tho 
they were not circumciſed t and the father of the 
eircumciſion, more eſpecially to ſuch as walked in ihe 
Jo go on Mr. B. is offended at my remarking 
upon this paſſage. But if the very ſame cere- 
«© mony had been admitted to our Lord Jeſus with- 
„ out his own conſent or knowledge, he could not 
have been faid therein to have fulfilled all righte- 
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& ouſueſs, or. to have done a righteous action, becauſe 


& then indeed he had performed no action at all, 
+ but had been entirely paſſive.” (n) | 


Upon which I have faid, „ that I take this to 


'« be a mere quibble: For Mr. B. ſhould to the pur- 


te poſe have ſhewn, that our Lord's having been 


„ circumciſed was not a fulfilling of righteouſneſs, as 


« well as his being baptized; and that the rite of 
« circumciſion, which was 4 fulfiling of righteouſneſs, 


« was performed with his conſent and know- 


u r 
1 am ſtill of opinion, that tho? our Lord was a 
ient in point of circumciſion, yet the circumciſ- 
ing of him was a fulfilling of the ame kind of 
righteouſneſs, with that fulfilled by his bap- 
tilm, viz, a poſitive and ritual righteouſneſs. And 
Mr. B. muſt himſelf allow it;, ſince notwith- 
ſtanding all he has ſaid about poſitive inſtitutions, 
he has expreſsly owned, That a diſobedience to 
te the divine command, iron poſitive duties, 


« is an immorality of a different kind, to the break-. 


„ ing what we uſually call a moral precept.” ( 
Now, if the immorality is of a different kind, ſurely 


the righteouſneſs that there is in obeying the poſitive 


command, muſt alſo be of a different kind, to the 
righteouſneſs that there is in obeying a moral pre- 


cept. It is therefore incumbent on Mr. B. to ſhew, 


what is the difference in the kind of righteouſneſs 


fulfilled in baptiſm, and the kind of righteouſneſs 


fulfilled in circumciſion: And how theſe uo diffe- 
rent kinds of righteouſneſs, differ from that &ind which 
there is in obeying a moral precept. 


o . 


Bot what if 6ur Lord did no Ai at all in the 


affair of his being circumciſed, will it from thence 
follow, that righteouſneſs was not fulfilled becauſe 
he was entirely paſſive? which is. Mr. B's argu- 

(m) Two Diſe. p. 3. (n) Append. p. 41. . 

(o) Tv Dife p. 19. N 

. NY | ment, 
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ment. — Then I conclude, that righteouſneſs was 


not fulfilled when he was baptized. In the applica- 


tion of baptiſm, the a# and deed was not his own, 


but another*s for him. Vet, Mr. B. will have it, 
„that whatever righteouſneſs there is in obeying 
« the will of God, muſt be founded in our ow 
* att and ated, and not another*s for us.“ (p) 

The righteouſneſs fulfilled in baptiſm, I under- 
ftand to be ſomething very diſtin? 05 moral righ- 
teouſneſs; and therefore conclude, that conſent is 
not neceſſary in every ſubject, as it is in all kinds of 
moral righteouſneſs. 3 

And truly Mr. B. has all along reaſoned upon 
the ſuppoſition of poſitive inſtitutions being founded 
merely on the divine command. So that I ſee not 
with what face he can object to righteouſneſs being 
fulfilled by the rite's being applied to a mere patient, 
| Nor is it any objection that our Lord con- 
ſented; for John came not baptizing till Jeſus was of 
adult age; and therefore his confent was a thing re- 

uiſite to the adminiſtration of the bapriſmal rite. 


t does not therefore follow, that righteouſneſs is no! | 


Fulflled, where the ſubject of baptiſm is not at the 
age of conſent, — It is certain, that in the affair 


of circumcifion it was ſo fulfilled : For. hence, the 


apoſtle Paul, as a Few, reckoned ſo much upon his 


_ having been circumciſed on the eighth day, Gal. iii. 5. 


And we have an inſtance of baptiſm applied, 
where the grown perſons baptized, do ſeem-to have 


been mere patients in the application of the rite, 


As x. 47, 48. Peter does not afk them their conſent, 
but enquires of his company, whether they had 
any objection to theſe Gentiles being baptized ? and 


then he commanded that they ſhould be baptized 


in the name of the Lord. | | 
That conſent, in the ſubject of baptiſm, is not eſſen- 
tial to the fulfiling of the righteonſneſs here ſpoken 
O Tawo Dic. p. 13 | | 3 of 
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of, is evident, from its being a righteouſneſs of a 
different kind from what is moral, where conſent is the 
very ſpirit of that righteouſneſs. For tho grown 
perſons, at the age of conſent, who had been juſt 
converted to chriſtianity, ſhould be willing to un- 
dergo the rite, or ſhould not make reſiſtance, yet 
in the very nature of it, it was more properly the 


incumbent duty of the firſt miniſters of chriſtianity. - 


to ſee that the rite was applied to them, For it is 
a marking-ont or ſeparating of perſons. ; 


The conſent therefore of the perſons ſeparating 


muſt ever be eſſential, tho' not of the perſons ſe- 
parated. As was the caſe of circumciſion to all the 
infant deſcendants of Abraham, and is the caſe of 
baptiſm among all the infant deſcendants of chriſti- 
ans, — And which ſeems to account for that diffe- 
rence which there is in that righteouſneſs fulfilled 
by baptiſm, and that righteouſneſs which is of eter- 
nal, immutable and moral obligation. | 


Beſides, as. baptiſm is only a ſeal or token of an 


advantagious covenant, it is not requiſite that parents 
ſhould wait the age of conſent, before they apply it 
to their childen ; for all the laws of nature, or © 
reaſon will juſtify them in applying the ſcal, with- 
out their underſtanding the de%gn of it. 

And as the baptiſm of water is intended to ſe- 
parate from the infide] world, all that are put un- 
der the benefit of the goſpel ſcheme z it thus fulfils 


all that righteonſneſs which is to be found in this in- 


ſtitution, | 


But farther, tho? it muſt be owned, that neither 


the conſent of an infant circumciſed, nor of an in- 
fant baptized can be had at the 'time of applying 


the rites, and ſo cannot belong to the righteouſneſs 


fulfilled by the one rite or the other; yet the appro- 
bation of the ſubject may afterwards be obtained.— 
Nay, it is more probable that a perſon baptized in 
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Infancy will approve of his parents a4 and deed, than 
that a perſon not baptized at all, ſhould think him- 
ſelf obliged to atone for his parents neglect; wit- 
neſs the great number of the children of Anabaptifts, 
who live and die ubapized, tho? arrived at years of 
diſcretion — will 1t not hence follow, that more righ- 
teouſneſs is fulfilled by baptizers of infants, than is ful- 
filled by their opponents? | a 
I might add, the verb render'd ſuffer, which ex- 
preſſes the pleading of our Lord with John, and 
alſo John's compliance, is the very ſame word made 
uſe of to expreſs our Lord's concern about your 
children being brought to him, SUFFER [ittle children, &c. 
Malib. xix. 14. compare Mark x, 14. Like xvii. 16, 
If therefore infants are baptized in the name of Je- 

ſus, and ſo initiated into his kingdom, this is a ful- 
filling of righteouſneſs, tho? they are not at the age of 
conſent ; ſince whatever righteouſneſs there is fulfilled in 
the application of the rite, is founded in the act and 
deed, More eſpecially, as the baptizing them does 
appear to be very conformable to the mind and will 
of - Jeſus, who. would have. infants brought to bin, 
and reproves thoſe diſciples who preſume to forbid 
them. 2 1% 08 

Righteouſneſs had been thus fulfilled upon the per. 

ſon of our Lord, even where knowledge and conſent | 
did not appear, as in his circumciſioi; and was aiter- 
wards fulfilled upon him, in like manner, at his 
burial, in which there was an accompliſhment of a 
prophecy, which related 0 bis making with the ric“ 
his grave, ſee Jia. lil, 9. and Dr. Sykes's Connccbicm, 
We: Þ. 163. * 


Yet Mr. B. ſays, «my quibble lies in putting 
infant eircumcifion and adult baptiſm upon the ſame 
« foot of fulfilling righteouſneſs, without making 
the neceſſary diſtinction between the ſubjects - 
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te the two ordinances: which diſtinction entirely 
« changes the caſe with regard to the perſons by 
6 whom the righteouſneſs is fulfilled.” (9) 

Mr. B. ſeems to think, that becaufs our Lord 
was baptized at adalt-age, ind the firſt chriſtian con- 
verts were ſo, that therefore it is unfair to ſuppoſe 
that the righteouſneſs fulfilled in baptizing infants can 
be of the ame kind with the righteouſneſs fulfilled 
by infant circumciſion : And charges me with quib+ 
bling for making the ſuppoſition, 

But Mr. B. has owned that the righteouſneſs ful- 
filed by baptiſm upon adult perſons, is a different 
kind of righteouſneſs to that fulfilled by obeying 


what we uſually call a moral precept. And if diffe- 


rent, perhaps there may be no quibbling in my putting 
the rightequſneſs fulfilled by infant: circumciſion up- 
on the ſame foot with the righteouſneſs fulfilled by 
adult-baptiſm.— For. Mr, B. has all along reaſoned 
upon the..ſup ſition of poſitive inſtitutions being 
founded were * 7 on the divine command :: And of 
conſequence, the righteouſneſs fulfilled by "Popoifm 
muſt be the ſame kind of righteouſneſs with that ful- 
filled by circumciſion 3 baptiſm and circtmcifion 908 | 
alike poſitive inſtitutions. Nor does it alter the na- 

ture of one or of the other, diz. that Abraham had the 
command to be circumciſed when he was of adult 
ge, and many of his family; or that our Lord 
and the firſt converts to his religion, were of adult 
«ge when the command for baptitm was given, tho? 


the infant-deſcendants of Abrabam and of the firſt 


chriſtiens, were to be” equally ſubject to the ſame 
poſitive rites with their adult parents. 

It will therefore be no leſs than quibbling for a 
man to aſſert that infant circumciſion, being the ſame 
rite applied to Abrabam and his adult family, is not 


upon the ſame foot of fulfilling righteouſneſs : Un- 
leſs it can be ſhewn wherein the difference n 


. Def. p. 67. 
lies. 
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hes, Infant- circumciſion ſucceeded adult-circumci. ; 


ſion, and both, in my humble opinion, fulfilled the 
ſame kind of righteouſneſs 3 and therefore I ſhould 
conclude, chat it may very ſafely be put upon the 
fame faot with that of baptiſm, whether applied to 
adult perſons or to infants. 

Surely then, it muſt only be an imaginary diſtine- 
tion,” that entirely changes the caſe, with ” Gat to the 


perſons by a the ati is an 


SECT. Il 
Up our. Lord's ion from Galilee 
el Y 


= Ns 10 be % n. 


7 \H E better to NE I the 29 of a- 
AJult-baptizing, Mr. B. has laid great ftreſ 
upon our, Lord's going from Galilee / to Jordan 
ta be 5) of John, ſee his wo diſcourſes, P. 2, 3, 
14 1 16, 17. and his defence, p. 20, 21, 22. 


7p ch he has afſerted, „that our Lord un- 
6e e 


rwent the fatigue of a journey on purpoſe to 
« do the greater honour to a divine Son — 


c and that otherwiſe he would not have travelled 


cc Fom Galilee to Jordan to be baptized of John, 
« when it might eaſily have been 0 ordered, that 


6 Toby ſhould have come to him.“ 
My remarks do greatly offend ; (T) to which I 


refer. my reader. — I yet think Mr. B. raiſes the 


politive inſtitution ſo very high, that no part of 
00 Append. p. 12, 13. 


the 


663.) 


che exaniple | of Jeſus, reſpecting moral obligation, can 


have greater force. And all thx, from no other 
authority than this hort, plain, - hiſtorical narrative, 


viz, Then cometh Jeſus from Galilee to Jordan unto 
John, 10 be baptized of him, Matth. iii. 13. - 
Mr. B. ſays, if his account of the matter is 


„Wrong, let this gentleman inform us, what 
was the principle upon which the journey was 


« undertaken, what was the deſign of Chriff*s 
% coming to John, when he was at ſo great a diſtance, 


4 from Galilee to Jordan? Why he did not ſtay 


« till John came to him?” (5). : 
I am very ready to give the beſt account -I can 
of it; without adding to, or diminiſhing from the 


hiſtory ; or 7uring the importance of it. 


And according to St. Matthew, the fact, as 1 


apprehend it, lies thus; ——*< Feſus had had his 


© ufual reſidence at Nazareth in Galilee, till the time 


he was to put on a publick cbarater. Jobn went 


out ſometime before his doing ſo, to prepare men 
to receive the expected Meſſiab. - He did this, by 


7 baptizing men with the baptiſm of repentance, there- 


by ſignifying the near approach of a nem diſpenſa- 
tion, or kingdom; and the people were greatly 
* alarmed by it: inſomuch that the hiforian fays, 
that all of Feruſalem and of Fudea, and of all the 
country about came, and were baptized of him. 
© It was therefore moſt natural and eaſy for our Lord 
* to follow his Harbinger to the place where he had 
been preparing the way. And as Feſus was to re- 
© ceive a teſtimony of his being the Męſiab, it would 
* with much more propriety be given at the place 
© of pnblick baptiſm, than at Nazareth; where our 
Lord had only ſuſtained a private charabier; and 
where the prejudices of the people run ſo ſtrong 
* againft him, that he had reafon to reproach them 
Y Def. P. 2a» « by 


— . —«Ü⏑—⅜.— . er 5 rs - — 


( 64.) . 
by ſayi ng; a prophet is not Without honour, fone it 


6 bis own countrey. 
This, I humbly imagine, does ſufficiently account 


for the journey which our Lord made, in order to 


be baptized of Jobn, without giving the hiſtory a 
myſtical or ſuperſtitious turn. The circumſtantes do 
in themſelves appear to have directed to ſuch con- 
duct. Nor does it ſeem, that to have had it ordered 
otherwiſe, could have been done with o much pro- 
riety. 
Although, 1 freely own, that Ar Zur Lord had 
never took any journeys but this one to his baptiſm; 


a peculiar emphaſis might have been laid upon it; 


eſpecially by ſuch, who thought i it would afford ſome 
recommendation of theit religious practice. But 
when I conſider the whole of our Lord's miniſtra- 
tions as attended with great labour and travail, jour- 
neyings and fatigues, I cannot be inclined to point 
the Ls as Mr. B. has done on this journey. 


— 
} £ 
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WOULD next take ſome notice. of Mr. B's 
remarks about proſelyte-baptiſm,” from p. 36. to 
L p. 43. of his defence. 

In p. 39. he ſays, Let him prove that God 
t ever required them, l. e. the = to baptize 
« their proſelytes.“ 

In anſwer, I think it is very. proveable they 

were to do it, [if they had not had any expreſs 


command for it,] from the very nature of the Jew-. 


iſo 
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(665) 
A purifications ; and which any man may ſee, who 
attends carefully to the Jewiſh ſtatutes and: injunc- 
tions, as they lie in the Mzo/aic Code. For a purifi- 
cation by water was to be applied to a Jew, a na- 
tive Jem when legally defiled, whether male or female; 
even the waer of ſeparation, or of ſprinkling + No 
re-admiſſion to the unclean perſon without it, tho? 
the ſeparation was occaſioned only by. the rouch of 
a dead body. And as Gentile converts were eſteem- 
ed, by their conſtitution, to be naturally impure, 
unboly of defied, nothing can be a more rational con- 
eluſion, than that they and their families ſhould be 
admitted into the Few polity, by baptiſm, or by 


the water of ſprinkling. Neither does that paſſage 


quoted by Ainfeoorth from Maimonides, at all cppoſe 
this—which Mr. B. fays, I prudently omitted, (2) 
viz, * That a ſtranger who 1s circumciſed and not 
« baptized, or baptized and not circumciſed, is 
not a proſelyte till he be both circumciſed and 
é baptized. ?? — But it agrees with the ſtatute, 
Numb, xv. 16. that one law and one manner ſhall be 
for you, and for the ſtranger that ſojournetb with you. 
For altho* God's law did not require $apti/m as che 
rite of initiation to a native Few, but circumciſion 
was the initial rite. into the Abrabamic covenant z 
yet according to the Jewy/h conſtitution the unclean 
Jews were to be purified by water: And therefore 
the Gentile convert, if a male, muſt be both circum- 
ciſed and baptized in order to his admiſſion, And in_ 
being fo, it does appear that the ſtranger was ſub- 
ject to one law, and one manner with the naitve 
Few. (u) ; YES „„ 

Beſides, the ſuppoſing of proſelyte-baptiſm does 
moſt naturally and eaſily; account for Foby's coming 
and baptizing with water, as it had been the anti- 
en cuſtom of the prieſts to purify and cleanſe, by 

„ (2) See this more at large, in the 
Challenge, from p. 18. to 23. | | 

9 i ſprinkling 


(666) 
ſprinkling of running- water upon the unclean: And 
thus, moſt probably, initiating the proſelyte into a 
nero religion, or conſtitution. | 

This ſeems to be hinted to us by our Lord, when 
he declares to John, that thus it became them to fuji 
all righteouſxeſs, i. e. every important, every ſigni- 
ficative poſitive rite that God hath inſtituted. For 
, ſays a learned writer, is to comply with, or 
- ack according to a law or cuſtom. (w) So that the very 
Phraſe of fulfilling all righteouſneſs, or complying 
with a law or com, will intimate, that it was mw 
\ FPrange thing among the Fews, to have the rite of 
' *ater-baptiſm applied to proper ſubjects. 85 

Mr. B. ſeems not pleaſed with my . referring to 
« the Rabbinical or Talmudical writings, as 1 find 
% their character from the hands of ſome conſide- 
_ & rable authors.” (x) LEAN 
Whereas, all I contend for, is, their being likely 
to have retained ſuch cuſtoms about profelyting, with- 
out any temptation to have corrupted the antient 
traditions z and may ſerve to illuſtrate Jobn's baptiſm, 
as well as be uſeful for the explaining thoſe orher 
Parts of goſpel hiſtory, which Mr. B. does allow. () 
Mr. B. ſays, that I have prudently paſſed 
| ©© over in ſilence, what is of the greateſt importance 
in the controverſy, relating to zheir practice, 
fi. e. the adult baptizer's practice] as chriſtians.” 
And he eites a large paſſage from his 7700 diſcourſes, 
p. 48, 49. that if there had been any ſuch prac- 
<* tice among the Jeus [as baptizing of proſelytes] 
and our Lord had deligned an analogy between 
„their baptiſm, and that which he himſelf or- 
dained, we can by no means believe, but that 
„ he would have told us how far the analogy 
« ſhould reach. In ſhort; if baptiſm be an in- 
« ſtitution of Chriſt, and is to be practiſed in obe- 
(v) Dr. D. Scatt's notes on the place. 
=) Def. p. 41. O Ibid; 


ce (tence 


ace 


(67) 


« dience to his command: Then it muſt receive 


8 


its full force from him ; and muſt be underſtood, 
6 as to its ſubject, as to its manner of adminiſtra- 
„ tion, and as to its continuance, according to 
« thoſe accounts, and thoſe only, which himſelf 
* and his immediate followers, commiſſioned by 
« him, do give of it, Nor is there the leaſt 


ground for ſuppoſing, that Chriſt would leave 


« any ordinance of his own, relating to his own 
« diſciples, to be explained and applied according 
to a practice of men, who in that very practice 


« had themſelves no divine command to ſupport - 


« them. (z) And he ſays that neither Foſephus nor 
« Philo make any mention of ſuch baptiſm.” (a) 
Pleaſe to obſerve, Mr. B. has reſted the weight 
of the argument here. This contains what is of the 
greateſt importance in the controverſy relating to their 


prafice, And is, what he fays, I had prudently paſſed 


over in ſilence, 
This, I think, I had not done. However to 
do him juſtice, I will give this important paſſage a 


more diſtin& conſideration. | 
I have attempted to ſupport the opinion of proſe- 


lyte-baptiſm among the Jews, from ſeveral authori- 
ties. Such as Ainſworth, Lightfoot, Prideaux, God- 
win, &c. who are allowed to have well underſtood 
the Rabbinical and Talmudical writings. And tho? 
Mr. B. talks of the miſerable ſhifts that learned 
* men are put to, for producing the leaſt item of 
* an imaginary reference z** (5) yet he has not 


ſhewn that theſe authors have miſtook in thoſe their 


citations, of which I have made ſome uſe.— Neither 
have I reſted the argument upon thoſe authorities 
from Talmudical writings ; but have ſhewn, from the 
very nature of the Moſaic ordinances, that the hea- 
then convert muſt undergo a purification by water, 
Which may fatisfy us, tho' neither Joſephus, nor 
„ 43 (a6) P43 b) Ibid. 
G Def. p. 42, 43 102 p. 4 5 Phil, 
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Philo, nor any Talmudiſt had taken notice of it. 
Nor is the fence of Foſephus of any weight, ſince 
he was an artful, cautions hiſtorian, when he had to 
do with facts that would give any advantage to the 
chriſtians; as the learned Mr. Lardner. has ſhewn. (% 
He could not ſo much as mention the affair of the Beth. 
lebem maſſacre of the infants. His character is not 
the beſt, „for tho? he was a very firm Few, yet he 
* could point his ridicule at the Phariſees when giv- 
ing account of a ſcene of cruelty exerciſed upon 
5 them, aud of the heavy ſufferings which they 
„ were under.“ (d | | 

And might we not expect that ſuch a man would 
conceal any ulage, among the Jews, that would give 
advantage to the chriſtian? As that would have 
done, viz. their baptizing their proſelytes with a bap- 
ziſm of repentance, or with a baptiſm expreſſive of 
their renouncing their Gentiliſm; which would ex- 
actly correſpond with John's adminiſtring the Baptiſn 
of repentance to Jews, Who were by that admitted or 
enter d into a new Conſtitution, into a nabler Polity, into 
the Kingdom of Heaven. And as to Philo, the Alexan- 
drian Few, I imagine little better could be expected 
from him. Moreover, the uſe of baptiſinal- water was 
of divine appointment among the Jews; and there- 
fore our Lord did not leave an ordinance of his own, 
to be explained and applied by a practice of men, 
that had no divine command to ſupport it. 

But farther, it does not appear that water-bapti/n 
had its origine in the inſtitution of Jeſus, which Mr. B. 
takes for granted: And therefore, when he ſays, 
„ In ſhort, if baptiſm be an inſtitution of Chriſt, 
and is to be practiſed in obedience to his com- 
<< mand, then it muſt receive its full force from 
him.“ There is nothing in the concliſian: For it 
does not appear that water-baptiſm ow'd its riſe to an 
| c) See his Credibility, Vol. I. p. 441, 442. 

b 2 Ibid. p. 373. T R 3 
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inſtitution of Jeſus. On the other hand, it was what 


he himſelf ſubmitted to, in order 10 fulfil all righteouſe 


neſs, or to comply with a law or cufom that was of 
divine inſtitution. And this his baptiſm was previous 
to his taking upon him a public character, or to his 
aſſerting any authority, as a LAwW-OIVER, in the 
church or kingdom of God. | | 

Our Lord did, it is true, after his reſurrection, 
command his diſciples to baptize'into a more enlarged 
view ot the divine manifestations; to wit, into the name 
of the Father, of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost; — but 
he neither gave any new direction about the ſaljects 
of baptiſm, nor about the manzer of its adminiſtra- 
tion; He did therefore manifeſtly adopt an ordinance 
that was not of his own inſtituting, which was to 
be uſed by his own diſciples, and with no other ex- 


plication of the modus of it than the practice of 
John, and the ancient uſage of it among the Jews. — 
The difference of the doctrine of John's baptiſm and 


that of the Apoſtles, was, John came baptizing men 
into the coming, approaching kingdom of the Meſſiah, 
— The Apoſtles were to adminiſter the baptiſmal rite, 
as ſignifying mens being admitted into a kingdom 
already come,wherein the Father diſplays himſelf thro? 


the mediation of his exalted Son, and by the influen- 


ces of his ſpirit. This appears to have been the true 
ſtate of the caſe 3 and if /4 Mr. B.*s reaſonings, up- 


on which he has laid the armef ſtreſs, have no weight 
in them. | | 


To proceed : Mr, B. once thought he had found 
out ſomething from John i. 25. H#hby baptixeſt thou, 
if thou be not the Chriſt, nor Elias, neither that Prophet? 
The purport of which queſtion, he ſays, ſeems to 


be, What authority baſt thou to bring up a new reli- 


* gious ceremom ? (ce) 2b b< 
To which I have replied, © That they plainly 
had ſome notion of the rite, as ſacred, and thought 


(e) Tu Diſc. p. 46. » 
| (c jt 
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(22). 

ce it fit to be uſed as the initiatory ceremonial into the 
„ kingdom of the Meſſiah.” (f) ets | 

And it does ſeem plain, from the goſpel-hiſtory 
of John's baptiſm, and the manner in which the 
people treated it, that it was no net thing. They 
only enquire about his authority ; for they manifeſtly 
ſaw, that it would ſuit well with that anointed perſon, 
whom Jaiab had foretold ſhould proclaim the accep- 
table year of the Lord, Iſa. lxi. beg. and there- 
fore they flocked in to John's baptiſm.— And, per- 
haps, the anointed perſon there mentioned may be 
the ground of that firſt interrogation, If thou art not 
THAT CnrisT? — The next is, Nor ELIAS ? — 
whom Malachi had propheſied of by name, That the 
Lord would ſend to epuRiFy the Sons of Levi, and 
PURGE them, that they may offer unto the Lord an of. 
fering in righteouſneſs, ch. iv. 5. compared with ch. iii. 
the beginning. — The next character is, Neither 
THAT PRoPHET. — Perhaps that Prophet, of whom 
Moſes has foretold, That the Lord our God will raiſe 
7p like unto him, Deut. xviii. 15.— If thou art none 
of theſe, why doft thou baptize with the baptiſm of re- 
pentance? Who can help thinking, that they muſt 
know that the vie was ſuitable to introduce into a 
zew conſtitution, as it had been uſed to the proſelytes 
of righteouſneſs ? They ſaw plainly, that Jobn, by 
his baptiſm, called them to the expectation of a neu 
ſtate of things; and therefore their concern is to 
know whether he was the true harbinger anointed for 
that purpoſe. — But we never find any queſtion put 
about the /enification or intention of the rite z conſe- 
quently, it is highly probable that they had been 
well acquainted with the uſe of it. For my own 
part, I think it certain, that proſelyte-baptiſm muſt 
have been in, uſe among them; tho? I allow, it may 
be with others matter of doubt and great uncertainty. 


5 Append. p. 18. 
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pon the whole, there ſeems to have been the ut- 
moſt propriety in John's uſing water to initiate into 
the kingdom of Jeſus, or to prepare men for it, as 
water had been the appointed, ſacred mean of purify- 
ing from legal and ceremonial uncleanneſſes under the 
Fewiſh Theocracy ; and as it is the natural mean of 
all external, bodily purifications among all men. — It 
is not, therefore, a rite enjoined by mere authority, 
or arbitrary will, but has a greater ſuitableneſs in it 
than any other mean of purification; and nothing 
can equal it, as an eaſy, natural, purifying ſymbol. 
And hence, very pertinently, does the prophet 


Iſaiah ſpeak of the Meſſiah, as he that ſhould ſprinkle 


many nations, ch. Iii. 15. And Exzekzel deſcribes a 
moſt happy event, by God's ſprinkling clean water 
upon them, in order to their being clean, ch. xxxvl. 
25. 6 | 
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Upon in an ts being eſteemed the ſubjefts 


of baptiſm.-— On Dr. Gale's exclu- 
ding them from the ALL, Matt. 28, 
19.— and upon circumciſion being a 


n : 


2 R. B. ſays, . That if the principles, upon 
* which he builds in his Second Diſcourſe, 


» 


= © are true, then it is fairly concluded, 
*c that it was the mind of Crit, that all thoſe, in 
every age of the church, who are convinced of 


the truth and divine authority of his doctrine, 


e ſhould, 
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< ſhould, by baptiſm, take on themſelves the pro- 
& fefſion of it. And not only fo, but it will like- 
& wiſe follow, that it was not the mind of Chr, 
4 that any others ſhould be baptized than thoſe who 
„ make a perſonal profeſſion of faith in him; ſuch a 
& faith as includes repentance for ſin, and hope in 


& the mercy of God thro' him. If it be true, 


that baptiſm has, throughout the NewTeſtament, 
« excepting only. the ſingle caſe of our Lord him- 
6 ſelf, a view to repentance and turning from fin; 
« if it appears, that the ordinance itſelf was deſigned 
„ to exhibit the hope of pardon z and if the baptiſm 
& inſtituted by Chriſt, after his reſurrection, does, 
„in every baptized perſon, denote and take for 
granted an actual profeſſion of ſuch a faith in 
« Chriſt as includes repentance for ſin, and hope of 
* pardon thro? him; then it could not be the mind 
of Chriſt, that any other ſhould be baptized, than 
«© thoſe who make ſuch profeſſion.“ (g) 

I Mr. B.'s principles or premiſes are true, every 
juſt concluſion that he draws from them will be true 
alſo. — But all he has ſaid, or can ever be able to 
ſay, will not be ſufficient to prove, that it was, the 
mind of Chrif, that no others ſhould be baptized, but juch 
| Only as make a perſonal profeſſion of - faith in bim. And 
It is all along begging the queſtion,” which theſe 
gentlemen eternally do, vis, to lay down this as a prin- 


ciple, That becauſe all nations were to be taught 


Before they were baptized, therefore the children 
« of the converts of all nations muſt yrſt be edu- 
s cated in the chriſtian doctrine, before they have the 
4% initiating ride applied.“ Which we deny they 
have any, the. leaſt, authority for. 

The deſcription he hete gives of 4apti/m, would 
much better ſuit the. memorial rite, as by that rite 


men properly make a perſonal profeſſion of their faith 
men properly make fefa le. 


ſeſus; of ſuch a faith as includes repentance for ſm, 


(8) Def. p. 23. 24. | 
| | and 
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und hope in the mercy of God thro* him. But baptiſm, I 
apprehend, can only be a rite initial into a conſtitu- 
tion of grace and pardon; not a rite that de- 
mands the mature ſtate or growth of the baptized, 
but merely the aduli's embracing the Chrifian doc- 
trine 3 on the doing of which, not only be, but his 
cobole family, is intitled to the rite. © 5 
Mr. B. has made Jeſus the only ſingle exception to 
baptiſm's exhibiting the hope of pardon, or its ex- 


preſſing a view to repentance, An exception, I hum- 


bly imagine, of great weight in the argument; for- 


aſmuch as no example can be of more authority to 


thew, that baptiſm-may be applied to ſubjetts, who have 
no fins to repent of, Even to infants, to whole purity 
and innoc ency, Cbriſt has likened his own kingdom: 
and expreſly has faid, that it conſiſts of perſons, who 
have the humility and inoſfenſtveneſs of little children. 

I add, our bleſſed Lord ſeems to have been initia- 
ted by baptiſm into his public miniſtry, not only that 
Jahn might have an opportunity of obſerving the 
divine teſtimony given to his character, but that he, 
himſelf might have the Spirit poured out upon him. 
For, before his baptiſm with water, it does not 
appear, that he had that preſence or effuſion of the Spi- 
rit, as he had after his baptiſm. Now if the Chri- 
fian's Lord had not his divine capacity for his public 
office, till after his baptiſm, why may not infants be 
baptized, in order to their more gradually being 
made capable of the benefits and privileges of God's 
Kingdom under Jeſus? —S k x80 

Mr. B. is truly ſo complaiſant as ds ſay, That 
** infants are ſtill e care of beaven; as much the care 
of heaven now, as they were in former ages; 
* [but] yet the wiſdom of God was ſufficient to 
judge whether they ſhould or ſhould not, by bap- 
** tiſm, be made viſble members of the Chriſtian church, 
* that there was no need of forbidding. this rite to 
** them, it being ſufficient reaſon for us to forear 
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de adminiſtring it to them, that Chrift, the author of 
our religion, did not appoint it to them; but onthe 


8 contrary gave ſuch an account of the ordinance, 


*© as; ſhew'd he did not think them the fit ſubjects 


4 of it. N 


It ſeems ſomewhat fange that infants ſhould be 


as much the care of heaven now, if denied an admiſ- 
ſion into God's kingdom under Jeſus 3 ſince under 


former diſpenſations, they were actually appointed 
of God to be initiated into his church or kingdom. 
— One would juſtly wonder that it ſnould ever oe 
into the heart of man to imagine, from the gol- 

pel-hiſtory, that the fender and compaſſionate Je. 
us, who ſhew'd ſuch particular and expreſs. affection 
to infants, as to take them 1p in his arms, and ble 
them, - ſhould exclude them a privilege which they had 


all. along enjoy'd. He — not forbid their being 


brought to him, but reproved the forbidding them 


in his diſciples. And if the Bapriſmal rite is the ex 
ternal figmfication. of adult perſons coming to Jeſus, 


or embracing of his religion, the ſame rite ſeems 


moſt naturally applied to their bringing their infants 
to him. And the nature of | the rite does. mw 


forbid: their being the ſubjects: of it; ſince the 71g5- 
teouſueſa fulfaled, in 1 Mr. B. is founded 


in the ad and deed, which is done as well for them as 
for grown perſons. 


et Mr. B. ſays, „That our: Lord gave ſuch 
« an account of the ordinance, as ſhew*d he did not 
<« think them fit ſubjects of it; and chat inſtead of 
« any probability that it was adminiſtred to them | 


VN — Jobn, and the diſciples of Foſs, it plainly ap. 
* pears to us that it was not.“ (i) 


I I ſhould be glad to know where our Lord bas give! 


| ax fich account of the ordinance, as *d be did noi 


think infants the fit | ſubjefts of it. Was this account 


from his being baptized himſelf, who had no fins to 


. Df. Nes. (ii Dif: ves. 


repent 


parents unto Mſes, in the cloud and in the ſea. And 


to ſerve the Lord. — This was a moral reaſon, or 
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repent of? and who gave us no account of what 
faith he made profeſſion of at his baptiſm z but only 
tells Jobn, that he ought to baptize him, as by do- 
ing ſo, rigbieouſneſs would be fulfilled. — Or does it 4 
pear, that Jaobn did not baptize infants along wit 
their parents? The origine of water-baptiſm will 
lead one to ſuppoſe that he did; and will beſt ac- 
count for the /lence about children. Our Lord's 
own perſonal conduct to infants will confirm the ſup- 
poſition; and the conduct of the Apoſtles, in bapti- 
zing whole bouſholds, upon the heads of them embra- 
cing the Chriſtian doctrine, renders it highly probable, 
if not certain, that infants were included in the com- 
miſſion given them to baptize all nations. I 

I know Dr, Ga LE inſiſts much upon teaching, in 
the general commiſſion, as ſtanding related to the all . 
who were to be baptized z and therefore will not al- 
low infants to be any of thoſe parts of the all nations 


that are to be baptized. (4) „ 
But tho' we own that the goſpe!, wherever pub- 


liſhed, does demand the credit of adult perſons be- 
fore they are baptized, as well as the fairh of Abra- 
bam was pre-requifite to God's entring into covenant 
with him, or the [/raclites acknowledging Moſes to 
be the Saviour whom God had raiſed up for them, 
before he could actually become ſo, in leading them 
out of Egyptian- bondage, and conducting them to 
Canann; yet, their infants, in both caſes, were in- 
cluded in the ſame eovenant, and circumciſed along 
with Alraham z as well as baptized with their 


why? I anſwer, becauſe God knew that Abrabam 
would teach his houſhold, and his children after him, 


ſhewed the Fitneſs of their being taken into covenant 
with him, or of God's being the God of Abrabam_ 
and of bis ſeed. — And the obligation of the Moſai, 
(] See his Reflections &c. p. 286. and onward. 
11 5 cove- 
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Covenant, was, that they ſhould teach their ſtatutes and 
| Judgments to their ſens, and 10 their ſons ſons, Deut. iv, 
8, 9. Yea, that they ſhould teach them D1LIGENTLY 
aunto their children, vi. 7. Conformable to which, the 
Christian baptiſm ſtands properly related to teaching, 
as the baptized- adult are firſt taught, and by the 
Laptiſin of their infants do ſtand obliged to teach 
them the dh%gn and intention of the Chriſtian doctrine. 
And thus, I am perſuaded, the Apoſtles anſwered 
the end of their miſſion, in baptizing all who em- 
braced the Cbriſtian doctrine, and laying them under 
the obligation of bringing up their children in the 
nurjure and admonition of the Lord, by applying that 
token or ſeal of the covenant unto their houſholds. 
And it is but trifling to ſay, that if nfants are 
thus included in the all nations that are baptized, 
then it would follow, that . all unbelievers and pro- 
phane blaſphemers, all atheiſts, and the vileſt de- 
& bauchees, together with mere naturals and raving 
% madmen, Sc. that theſe are all parts of the 3a · 
« ſions as truly as infants.“ () | 
For this I deny; and in the words of a jud:cions 
friend, muſt declare, That they are but as wens, or 
as excreſcences in the human body. They are no 
© natural parts, but, if you will, they are unnatural 
& parts, or deformities,” — Whereas infants are the 
natural, proper parts of nations. We deny, as 
well as they, the baptizing of adult infidels ; tho? we 
think, that all thoſe who belong to the believing 
paris of nations ought to be included under the /am? 


ſeal, as parts of Chrift*s vi/ible church, thus ſeparated 
and devoted to God under Feſus, in like manner as 


the children of Abrabam were included, devoted, 


and ſeparated with their father; and as the children 


of the Iſraelites were, with their parents, beptizes 
unto Moſes. 2 SRO | Tape 


(7) Dr. Gale's Refle. p. 256. 
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So that all that Mr. B. has ſaid in his defence, about 
the houſholds having no children in them, and of the 
intereſts of children under former diſpenſations, has no 
manner of weight with me. I refer my reader to 
his Defence, from p. 54. to p. 60. — He thinks it a 
« mere preſumpiion to take for granted that there 


„ were infants in the baptized bouſpolds; and I ap- 


prehend it to be a much more groundleſs preſumption, to 
take for granted that there were none. | 


Mr. B. tells me, „That I ſhould do well to con- 


ii ſider, that circumciſion is never, throughout the 


* whole Scripture, ſaid to be a ſeal to any other 
«perſon in the world than to Abraham himſelf. 
« Rom. iv. 11. Tho' it is called a token, Gen. xvii. 
20,11: fc) | 


What advantage he would gain by this, I know 


not; for in the very place he cites, it is expreſly 
called God's covenant, which AMrabam ſhould keep be- 
tween God and him, and his ſeed after him; his co- 


venant, as every man-child among them, of Ara- 
bans houſe, ſhould be circumciſed. And cir- 


cumciſion was to be the toten of the covenant, as at 
eight days old every man- child was to be circumciſed, 


comp. ver. 12. And his covenant was to be in their 


fleſh, for an everlaſting covenant. 
Mr. B. indeed ſays, This it viſibly was, [i. e. a 


ei 7oken.] But there is a vaſt difference between ſaying 
« this, and affirming what the Scripture no where 
does affirm, that circumciſion was to infants the 


* ſeal of ihe covenant." (n) | 


Is this reaſoning ? — Pray let Mr. B. ſhew, that 
the Apoſtle was warranted from the hiſtory of circum- 


ciſion, to call it a ſeal of the covenant to Abraham, 


from any other view of it, than as it was a toten of 


that covenant which God made with him and bis po- 


ferity ? , But if St. Paul has called Cincunci- 
SION, a SEAL to Abraham, tho' the hiſtory. only 


; (m) Def p. 46. (n) Ibid. 
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call it a toten to him, and to his ſeed after bim, 1 
humbly imagine my authority in uſing the word Sea] 
was as good as St. Paul's could make it. And if 
Mr. B. takes offence at the word Seal, applied to 
circumciſion, tho' circumciſion was a toten to Ara. 
bam's feed equally with Abraham himſelf, of the fame 
coyenant,— and when it was never intended to differ 
as a laben in Abrabam's fleſn, from what it was to be 
in the fleſh of his deſcendants. — If, I ſay, this of. 
fends, let Mr. B. endeavour to remove the offence. 


I am clear of the ſcandal, which muſt fall either upon 


Mr. B. or upon St. Paul; and the. inſinuation of my 
uling oo much freedom with Scripture,.or affirming what 
it no: where does affirm, returns with its proper force. 
Yet Mr. B. thinks, „“ That I do not act very ad- 
viſedly in laying ſo much ſtreſs upon the thought 
<< that infants received the ſeal ef the covenant under 
tc the diſpenſation of Moſes; foraſmuch as if I pur. 
<« ſue this thought into all its conſequences, it will 
<<. prove that the females, who were excluded from 
<<. receiving the ſeal, were excluded from the cove- 
<<. nant 1tfelf 3 and then what will become of my 
argument, from circumciſion under the Law, to 
<< the. baptizing of | infants, of both ſexes, under 
a the Goſpel.“ (9) W ee . 
This, I have already ſhewn,, has nothing formi- 
dable in it, in my Plea for Inſanto, p. 45. and on- 


ward. 


But nevertheleſs, I fhall remark, that tho? cir- 
cumciſion was the ſeal of the Arabamic covenant, 
and only applicable tu the males, it does not thence 


follow that the females were excluded from the cove- 


nant: But, on the contrary, the ſen was itſelf a 
token to the femates, inaſmuch as they were con- 
fined and limited in their cahalitationt by it; and ſo 
it. ſerved to keep a ditt inct ſeed or family till the pro- 


miſeu male ſed ſhould be born. To this end, their 


(0) Def. p.46. 8 
e inter- 
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crime. See 7 000. XXL 12, 13. and compare Dent; 
bly: $658 =:l) | | | 


I mention this, to ſhew, that the-females, were in- 


cludled in the covenant, tho they had not the ſea! 


in their fleſh, It anſwered to the purpoſe of keeping 


a diſtinct ſamiſy or ſeed, which was ſtrictly guarded 


by the moſt ſevere laws. So that every daughter, u“ 
ed an inberituncs in any tribe of the children of II 
rael, was indiſpenſibly obliged' to be wife unto one cf tbe 
family of the tribe of her father, that the children of Il. 
rael might. enjoy every man the inheritance of bis fathers. 


« XXXV1; 8. 


The importance of this, the ſacred hiftorians ſores 
two of the Evangeliſis have accordingly given the ge- 


xalogy of aur Lord, one of his mother, and tbe other 
of his ſuppoſed father, — This may ſuffice to point 
out the exienſtue view of the rite of circumciſion, and 
ſhew, that tho? the females had not the token in their 
fleſh; yet they were manifeſtly included in the ſelf- 


ſame covenant which it ſealeu. 1 
And very conſiſtently with this, Saptiſin appears 
to have ſucceeded in the ram and place of circum- 
ciſion; elſe why does the Apoſtle expreſs himſelf as 
he does, Gal. iii. 28. Col. it, 11. Neither male nor 
female, neither circumciſion nor uncircumciſiong. but all 
are one in Chriſt. Feſus ? — What can this mean, un- 
leſs he refers to lapiiſm, as removing that dictinction 
in the application. of the rite: which eircumciſion had 
made; which muſt” intimate, that it has the ace, 
and ſucceeds, circumciſion to advantage, or the 
Apoſtle's argument is unintelligible, — I cannot tell 
what made the difference between male and female 
under the Mrabamic covenant, if circumciſion, to 
which the Apoſtle refers, did not. But baptiſm is 
that rite alone which can be oppoſed under the 
Cbriſtian covenant, as removing that difference. 
Now, if circumciſion alone did conſtitute that diffe- 
| | ; rence, 
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rence, which baptiſm alone does remove, then bap. 


tiſm muſt ſucceed to circumciſion, and be conſidered 
as ſupplying, to more friendly purpoſes, the room and 
Place of circumcifion, — Moreover, he ſpoke this of 
perſons who had actually received baptiſm,— See Gal. 
i. 27.— There was no difference of male and fe. 


male among baptized Chriſtians, as baptiſm had been 
_ equally applied to both. If this be not the deſign 


of St. Paul's reaſoning, let Mr. B. ſhew what is. 
Mr. B. thinks I have done injury to his argument, 


P. 59. of his Two Diſcourſes, by adding thoſe words, 


Yet the Apoſtle makes no mention of any being baptized. (p) 
He had ſaid, That the argument taken from 


© the ſilence of Scripture' concerning the baptizing of 


the poſterity. of Chrifian parents, does indeed 


e make for the baptizing of them, inſtead of mak- 
ing againſt it.“ And afterwards— it deſerves 


* to. be remarked, that even in the Epiſtles them- 
« ſelves, tho' written at a time when many of the 
* firſt converts, in the churches to which they were 
directed, muſt have had children grown up to 
years of underſtanding ;\.yet the Apoſtles ſpeak 
of baptiſm as an ordinance to be obſerved, and 
not to be laid aſide.” © n 

In citing this laſt paſſage, inſtead of ſaying, 7% 
the Apoſtles ſpeak of baptiſm' as an ordinante to be obſerved, 
and not to be laid afide, 1 have put, Yet the Apoſtles 
make no mention of any being baptized. ( 

The thing is true in fass, and ſupported by what 
he had faid before, viz. rhe filence of Scripture con- 


cerning the baptizing of their children, when grown 


up to years of underſtanding.— Bgſdes, I made no 
uſe of this alteration to undermine or weaken his 


argument for the continuation of baptiſm: So that 


ſince his premiſes ſupport the conclyfion I drew from 
them, all the offence only lies in putting the alteration 
under the cover of the ſame marks with his own words. = 


(8) Def. p. 53. (4) Append. p. 0. 
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For, the concluſion which I drew, I yet think ig, 
and defy him to prove that the Apoſiles ſpeak of bap- 
tiſm as an ordinance to be gbſerved, and only appli- 
cable to their children, when brought up to years of 


underſtanding in the knowledge of the Chriftian_ 
doctrine. — But, on tbe contrary; I will venture to af- 


firm, that if baptiſm is not to be applied to the u- 
fants of profeſſing Chriſtians, we have not the lea 


authority from Scripture to apply it in the manner 


for which Mr. B. contends; it being contrary to 
the known æconomy of God, under every other diſ- 
penſation, to hinder or debar infants of believers the. 
rite of initiation into the church of Gd. 
Once more, under this ſection, I am charged with, 
bigh crimes; not only againſt Mr. B. but againſt the 
Evangeliſt Philip. (r) See As vii..37. which ſays, 
that Philip told the Eunuch, That if be believed with all 
bis beart be might be baptized. ©* Plainly intimating, ſays 
« Mr. B. that if be did not believe be muſt not be bap. 


- 


Ib. * Let this anſwer of Philip's. be 
% made a rule of baptiſm, and then none muſt be 


« baptized but that believe with all their heart; for 


de this, and nothing ſhort of this, is in the anſwer ; 


« but if ſo, no inſincere perſon ſhould ever be bap- 
4 tized, and will any pretend to ſay, they are judges 


aof the proper ſubjects of baptiſm ?” (7) _. 


What I have faid is plainly drawn from this quo- 
tation, if Ph:lip*s anſwer be made a rule of baptiſm. 
— And I aſk, Why did Mr. B. cite it as @ rule. of 
baptiſm, and comment upon it as ſuch, if he will nor 
allow it to be a rule? Mr. B. will truly allow it fo 
far as ſuits his purpoſe, but no farther, {1 

He will own, that the anſwer plainly intimates, 
that if the Eunuch did not believe be myſt not be baptized, 


But then, when I take in the wee of Philip's! an- 


(. Def. pas, ag. ( N De. p. 33. 
(?) Append. p. 31. : 


ſwer, 
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fer, and ſay, If it be a rule of bap ptiſm, then none 


* be baptized but what' believe with a all their heart, 


B. takes fire for my preſuming to take the 
words as they ſtand, and commenting upon them 
in their extent. Had I only ſaid, That hence believing 


muſt be à qualification for baptiſm, I had pleaſed him; 


| but neither to add nor diminiſh from the anſwer of 


Philip, is to do great injury to Philip, in ſtraining 


* his words beyond what the circumſtances plainly 
4 ſhew to be their deſign.” 


Let Mr. B. if he poſſibly can, ame a more di- 
refs, plain, and concliſtve conſequence from the letter 
of the commiſſion, Matt. xxviii. 19. in favour of 
every ſubject of baptiſm being frf tatght ; and then 
prove he has not equally rained the deſign of them, 


and done injury to the bleſſed Zefus, before he pre- 


tends to fix his charge of my doing injury to Philip, 
I might add, Mr. B. has done manifer injury to 


' Phil, making what he ſaid to the Eunucb a ru 
8 7 baptiſm, which will plainly 5 from our offer. 


ing the ſame violence to that declaration of our Lord's, 
kxvi. 16. He that believeth 3 api reg 


b. Bs implication ſtands thus: 


nk but n muſt be FOE to bap- | 
tiſim. m7 
But, Infants are or Le.” #, de: 
- Ergo: Infants muſt not be baptized. | | 


N Lord ſtand thus: 


He that believeth ſhall not be damned. 
But, Infants do not believe. 
Ergo: Infants ſhall, be damned. 


7 I ür. B. will allow the er be good reafors 
ing, I Je him. to dh n 


But 


It 
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But if we muſt not ſuppoſe infants incapable of be- 
coming the ſubjects of the kingdom of heaven, by 


reaſon of their dying under a- #atural or phyſical in- 


178 of faith, why muſt we ſuppoſe them inca- 
able of a rite which is only ſignificative of the pri- 
vileges of that kingdom? e 
The adult perſon, who believes not, is condemned 
for a moral defef?, not for a natural one. 
Thoſe words of -Philip's, F thou believeſt with all 
thine heart, were a very kind and ſericus hint given-to 


the Eunuch, which it was his buſineſs to examine 


into. — And it is certain that an adult perſon is guilty 
of great hypocrify, who deſires baptiſm, and yet 
does not believe that Feſus Chrift is the Sen of God; 
but if ſuch à perſon,” who, is in his heart an a yizel, 
will demand, baptiſm of Mr. B. I ſee not how he 
cam deny him. Mr. B. may fay, that ſuch a one 
makes confeſſion with his mouth ; but that he may do, 
and, yet be infinitely farther off from believing with a 
bis, heart than an innocent infant, as his unbelief is of 
a a Dee and. the 2 of faith in the infant 
is only the want of a natural capacity. 

But he ſays, In anſwer OE taunting queſtion, 
& he 2 . of 8 wo zeta ba . 
< wwe are judges of the ſubjects of baptiſm by the pro- 
<« feſſion anch ther — Au. profeſſion, if 
ge 7 be unſincere in it, they muſt anſwer for it, 
JJͤãͤ .:...-:. ee ee 
I reh, Neither Mr. B. nor his brethren are com- 
petent judges of the /ubje#s. of baptiſm, if Philip's 
anſwer is a rule of baptiſm, for which Mr. B. quoted 
it. — And notwithſtanding the ungenerous treat- 


ment of Mr. B,'s, I have the inward pleaſure ariſing 


from a conſciouſneſs of due reverence for the Evau- 
geliſt, from a real eſteem for every yood man; and 
do abhor the deſign of vilifying either a ſacred 
character, or that er profeſſor of Chriſtianity, or 
(. Def. p. 49. N | | 

js 0 'Y even 
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Even that of an inſdel; much more that of a whole 

body of men, whom I have ever owned as Chriftians, 

or vi/ivle members of Chriſt's church. — But if Mr, B. 

can think impartially, he muſt own, that I am not 
guilty, but he himſelf has done the injury, if any is 

zz Aoapabory; | 


e SET Fw 
| Upon the mode of baptiſm; and upon the 


Word Banriy, as uſed, 1 Cor. x. 2. 


R. B. in his Defence, charges me with 
"a mean quibblè in depending the appli- 
1 A cation of the word, Ba, to a partial 
uſe of water; or denying, that it always, in the 
New Teſtament, ſignihes to plunge. Particularly, 
for afferting that we have an idea of baptiſin without 
Nia s in the ISRA ELITE S being baptized unte 

osEs in the cloud and in the ſea.— And he will have 
it, “ That even here, there was that encompaſſing and 
© overwhelming of their bodies, which is the very 


' defign of the action of plunging, and the ne- 
66 a 


ceſfary effect of it, when a perſon is put into the 
«© water. If a body is overwhelmed with a cloud, 
eſpecially in that extraordinary manner in which 
the aelites were overwhelmed ; when God was 
pleaſed, on ſpecial occaſions, to make his appear- 
ance among them, that body may very well, in 
** an alluſive ſenſe, be ſaid to be bap/ized in the cloud, 
that is, dipped in the cloud, tho“ no hand is made 
Le uſe of to perform the action of plunging. And 

4 2 | - uin 
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4 in the like alluſive ſenſe, the Iraelites were fitly 
enough ſaid to be baptized in the ſea, tho' they 
te were not, in ſtrictneſs of ſpeech, plunged ino it 5 
« nor indeed, in ſtrictneſs of ſpeech, could they he 


« ſuch a manner as will, with infinitely more pro- 
« priety, bear the reſemblance of being plunged 
« in it, than if only ſome drops of it had been 
« ſprinkled or poured upon them.“ (x) 

This citation is ſufficient, of itſelf, to ſhew how 


=, 


« faid to be in the ſea, rho? encompaſſed by it in 


far Mr. B. will take pains to rack his invention, ra- 


ther than part with his'\ confined ſenſe of the word, 
Bax. But would he not call this a mean ſubter- 
fuge in an adverſary ? — What overwhelming and en- 
compaſſing can any man imagine, either of the cloud 


or of the ſea did attend the Mraelites, that can bear 


2 "bead, 


ew 1 * + 


the leaſt reſemblance to mens being ph 
or all over in water ? © L 9% e ten en 
It will be proper to attend to the hiflory, and ſee 
if there be any thing in it to ſupport ſuch an ima- 
gination; and in Exod. xiii. 2 1. we have an account 
F the Tord's going before the Iſraelites by day in a pillar 
of a cloud to lead them the way. And in the xiv. 19, 
20, The Angel of God, which went BEFORE the camp 
of Iſrael, removed, and went BEHIND them, and the 


pillar of the cloud came BETWEEN the camp of Ifracl 


and the camp of the Egyptians. — Does this look any 


thing like an encompaſſing or an overwhelming of their 


bodies? Could the bodies of the Iraelites be faid, 
with any propriety, even in an allu/ve ſenſe, to be dipped 
or plunged in the cloud? — Surely Mr. B. was over- 
whehned in a cloud when he thus attempted to ſup- 
port his confined ſenſe of the word, Barlo. The 
cloud was behind them, i. e. between them and the 
Exyptians 5 and this was the cloud of ſeparation, 
which anſwered to the deſign of baptiſm, and which 
ls to diſtinguiſh men and their children from the in- 
x} Def. Þ. 24, 38. 85 
(x) Def. p. 24. 25 det 
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fidel, world, as the cloud Aae, the Mraelites and 


eir 285 from the. - BB. 1 humbly 
apoE, Faul had in! 3 when he pie 
the word, 1 55 to the cloud, as bearing ſo great 

an analopy; with Cbriſtian baptiſm ; ; but no encenpaſiz. 


0 cvertubelming at all in ir. 


And as to his allufeue ſenſe of plunging in the 2 
there i is as great impropriety in chat. — For, Exod. xiv, 
22. The children F Iſrael went into the dit of the fu 


upon dry ground, and the. waters were 4 wall e Hen 


on their xight; hand, and on their left; 

Here Mr. B.'s allufve. ſenſe of the word feems to 
be full. as. obſcure. as that of the cloud, — For what re- 
ſemblauce between being Plunged 2 4 river, and 
mens walk ing thro? a wide paſſage made in the ſea, 

on the dry ground, tho the waters ſtood as walls 


on "the. age of the, thaufands- of us; wbich 


waters neither incloſed them bebingd- nor. before ; no, 
nor lug aver them. I eh $onleks that could | 
imagine a reſemblance. here, or fancy. an encompaſix 
or querzabelming * that of the water's encompaſſing 
or overwhelm! unged body, dipped. quite ove; 
in it, I ſhoul af chin RP myſelf. capable of finding 3 
2 in any. twa,diſporates, or things moſt 
Aer an d. unlile in their appearance. 


But, — one would. be tempted to think that this | 


veaſoner had ſubſtituted an idea of the Egyptians con- 
gern in the ſea, rather than chat of the ites. And 
it would ſuit well his alluſiye ſenſe, or ni argument, 


if St. Paul had happened, to have ſaid, that the Eg | 
| tians were ſo baptized? «© 


Mr. B. to be ſure, did not think i it would makes 


for. his purpoſe, or he might have found, in the 


—.— of St. Paul, a beawziful alluſion in the word 
plicd to this ſparation of the Ifraelites unto 
Pea 5 mg bo both parents and their infants were bap- 


tized together, and thus ſeparated to the conduct 
and guidance of Mp es; which correſponds with 


Chrigtian 


bun 
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Chriſtian parents and their boufholds being taken into 
the Chriſtian covenant together, or ſeparated to the gui- 
dance and conduct of. Jeſus, by baptiſm. What could 
be a motive to St. Paul's uſing the word BezIfo, in 
this place, if he had ſeen rio analogy betweeh that 
ſeparation. and the Chrifiian baptiſmial - ſeparation ? — 
But: if St. Paul had conſidered Chriſtian - baptiſm 
as ſeparating parents from their infants, or'as leaving, 
their infants out of the ſame ſaving intention or ſchemes 
then be would not have uſed the term baptizs with 
any propriety; but if he ſaw an analogy between the 
baptiſm of the Mraelites and the baptiſm of Chriftians, 
infatts muſt then be included under both, or the 
analogy" is loſt, and the allufve ſenſe left very obſcute 
and unintelligible, But the infants of the Iſraelites, 
or thoſe under adult age, were the only perſons who 
received the benefit of this /eparatzon unto Meſes, by 
reaching the poſſeſſion of the promiſed land, except 
Caleb and Joſbua; therefore heir concern in this bap- 
tiſm was of the moſt importance. See Joſh. v. 4, 
' | „„ „ 
- Here the allyfoe ſenſe will again appear beautiful: 


. 
* 


Foraſmuch as few of thoſe who poſſeſſed the earthly 


Canaan had had adult. baptiſin, ſo there are few among 


Chrifians, comparatively, who ſhall poſſeſs the hea- 


venly Canaan, who were initiated into the Chriſtian 
covenant. by adult-baptiſm. Converis were initiated 
and all their houſholds together, but none of their 
defcendants brought up in the profeſſion of tlie 
Chriftian religion, can be properly faid to be initiated 
by baptiſm in adult age; fince from ehidren they 
had been trained up in the nurture and adinonition of 
the Lord, or had a claim to be ſo edveated; as rhe 
ſeed of Chriſtian parents... es SES 

_ Andbaptihn, in the ſeriſe of St. Paul, ' includes in- 


fan coitb their parents, under the fame rite. 


Nor do I know a better argument for the caminu- 
ance of water-baptiſm, among Cbriſtians, than its be- 


688) 

ing a rite of ſeparation. or dedication of the infant-ſecd 
of Chriſtian converts in all ages and nations, who are 
to be treated as thus /eparated' to God in Chriſt; for 
P ˙ĩ U nee 
And thus the obligation is tranſmitted down from 
generation to generation: For; as my parents thus 


obliged. themſelves to expreſs their homage and 


fealty in devoting me, their infant-offspring,. and 
thus fixing their obligation to educate me in the 
ſame faith; ſo I make the return, in devoting and 
educating mine in the ſame faith. And without 
this way of initiation, baptiſm might be loſt. in the 
world, or there might not be any apparent ſeed to 
ſerve the aſcended Jeſus, who ſhould be accounted 10 
bim for a generation; ſince upon Mr. B. 's principles 
and practice, none muſt; be admitted as the v1j/ble 
members of Chriſt's church, but ſuch as profeſs their 
own faith by baptiſm : And the few that actually do 
ſo in the world, is ſo very ſmall at this day, that 
by no very high figure, we might ſay, his church 1s 
moſt inviſible among men. | | 
Mr. B. has put me upon this allu/fve way of rea- 
ſoning; and whether it be not fully as concluſive 
as his, from St. Paul's repreſentation of the Hraelites 

eing baptized in the cloud and in ibe ſea, I leave to the 
judgment of my readers. 


989 44> LE 


expreſſion, Mark i. 9. viz, John's baptizing I ro 
Jordan,. — I have remarked, That it darkens the 
when underſtood to expreſs a baptizing into the 
< religion. of Moſes, or of Ghrit:y and ſo putting on 


«the religion of the one or of the. other: But 


40 John's baptizing into Jordan has ſomething} uncouth. 
cin it, as enpbulical as it is, unleſs it be myſically 
« underſtopd. that he baptized him into the faith of 
«« frafeſſion of, Jordan. 113d 1 10 1 0 1077 
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As to the emphaſis which Mr. B. has laid on that 
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(8) 
In my ſhewing the impropriety of ſuch an em- 


phatical ſenſe of eis, 1 have miſtook 2 for it, in Rom. | 


vi. 4. Which Mr. B. charges upon me. (z) 
But I do aſſure him, it, was not with deen; nei- 
ther was it for want of inſtances enough, where «s 


would have as well ſuited my purpoſe ; but was en- 


tirely owing to over tt. 3 
But as Mr. B. wonders at my aſſurance in affirming 
the contrary, (a) and continues to inſiſt upon the pre- 
poſition as emphatical, when related to Jordan, as if 
that confirmed or ſtrengtbened the argument for plung- 


ing; (J hall, obſerve, that it ſeems to be a very 


miſtaken way of laying an emphaſes ; ſince the pre- 
polition, - ſo rendred, diverts the mind from the 


rue end of baptiſm : For es, when related to ge,, 
does expreſs the end of baptiſm moſt uſually, if not 


$4 Sg << PEA 


(=) Dif. p.28: (a) Det pa. (i) Dif. p. 30, 31: 
r 
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WW 
actions are ſpoken of, relative to the authority by 


which they acted, then it is iv 7% cf., AFs iii. 6, 


In whoſe name, iv rig deaf. iv. 7 — And it go- 
verns the ſame caſe, Rom. vi. 3. where it expreſſes a 
being baprized into Chrift*s death, or mens obliga- 
tion to die to ſin; or to crucify the old mar, that the 
body of fin might be deſtroy' d. The ix ro does 


not point at the made of baptiſm, but at the end of 
it. — A, xix. 3. it is rendred, unto Jolm's baptiſm, 


not into Jordan, or into the water wherewith John 
baptized, but unto or into his baptiſm, which was a 
baptiſm of repentance, — If any where the es ſhou!d 
be ſo emphajzcal.as to ſignify plunging, one would ex- 


pect it had been ſo _ufed in this place, where it is 


Fig To Io Barliaud, But the as anſwers to what di 


penſation? And fo it ſeetns to do every where when 
render*d imo or uo, and not into what river or wa- 
ter. Comp. 1 Cor. i. 13, 1 


5, and Gal. iii. 27. 
Thus are we fai to be all baptized ino one body, 


1 Cor. xii. 13. which ſurely none can ſuppoſe to fig- 


nify the mode of baptiſm, bur intends to expreſs mens 
being initiated into ohe fociety. If, therefore, when 


St. Aurt uſes the prepoſition 4, to expreſs our Lord“ 
being baptized by Jahn in Fordan, it muſt be ren- 


er d, as Mr. B. would have it, Iv ro, it will be a 
very /ingular rendring ; ſince, when fo render'd in 
all other places, it ſignifies ſome end. — So St. Paul 
uſes it, in relation to other things. See 2 Thep. i. 


10, 11. — That they might be ſaved. — That thy 
believe a lie, Eis, i. e. to the end they might be ſaved, | 


355 a dane rather 93 — che e in Mar . 9 
muſt properly fignify the place; as in, By, or towar 
Jordan. St. Paul 110 ir to ſignify :owards a place, 


AF $xviii. 14.— And fo we went towards Rome. 
| Where the prepoſition governs the /ame caſe ; which 

wt mean 14e Rome, from the next verſe telling 
us, chat from thence the brethren met them ſhort 
of Rome. — It ſignifies zowards a being, Lat. xvi. 21. 


{663 - 


Ess Gut, towards God, not into God, — And it is 


render'd towards, three times in one verſe, 1 Theſſ. 
m. 12.— and towards, 2 Ep. i. 3. and 0, 1 Ep. v. 15. 
to all men, So that if /oward be a proper rendring 
of the prepoſition, why may we not ſuppoſe that 
Mart repreſents John, as baptizing Jeſus, in ſome 
place ty, or towards Fordan? 
Mr. K. fays, indeed, © That it is no pleaſure to 
«him to engage in criticiſiis, but his opponent will 
«farce him to it, That he makes no difficulty to 
allow that the Greek prepoſition eis, according as 
« it is joined with other words in the ſentence, is 
2 ſometimes uſed to ſignify in, and ſometimes among, 
« as well as-moſt uſually into, which is its native ard 
* primary ſenſe,” (c) But then, in his Defence, 
p. 30. he fays, '< He is {till of the fame mind.“ 
1. e. 8 to the rendring of the prepoſition es, in 
| R ſhould be pitied, if this was true. 
— But I am obliged to aſk, — What can he 
mean vy my forcing him io engage in criticiſm, when he 


himſelf began with the empbatical ſenſe of as, and 


ve it that fugular, wacouth* rendring, vis. INT 
fordan? — üer he has conſidered it, in its 50 
per relation to other words in the ſentence, I now. 
ave others to judge. — I think he has not; and to 
me, his rendring it into, in that place, ſeems to 
have nothing but his own imagination to ſupport it; 
for there it ſurely is relative to place, and not to the 
on of baptizing, — The texts which I cited, to 
ſhew the impropriety of his emphaſis, were Matth, 
xv. 24. As ii. 38. vil. 53. (d) — Which texts, 
he ſays, might as well be rendered a baptizing into 
the remiſſion of ſins, as unto. And our Lord was 
ſent into the loſt ſheep of the houſe of Tae, as well 


as um. — And by the diſpoſition of angels, among or 


into the midſt of military orders of angels. («)— And 
(e) Def. p. 28. (4) 1 * 16. (e) Def. p. 29. » 


(92) 


If he had rendered it among, in this text in Mark, 1 


ſhould not differ with him, 1. e. if he ſupplied, among 
le rroulets of Jordan. I would refer my reader to a 
late Tract, call'd, A Review and Vindication of a late 
Treatiſe on the Subject and Mode of Baptiſm, from p. 44. 
to 47. which well ſupports ſuch rendring as among. 
But Mr. B. ſays, There will be greater diff 
e culty than I imagine, in ſuppoſing our Lord was 
e not plunged when he was baptized, if I compare 
« the words of St. Math. iii. 16. Jeſus, when be 
«© was baptized, went up ſtraightway from the water; 
« as it is faid of Philip and the Eunuch, Als viii. 38. 


yet when St. Mark ſays exprefily, that John baptized 
„ "Teſus into Fordan, and there is no room for a f. 


„ gurative meaning; and when St. Matthew, the 
„ other Evangeliſt, aſſures us, that 15 being bap- 
« 722d, went up ſtraightway from the water: — 
Hence he concludes our Lord was plunged. And he 
ſays farther, _ „ That if Mark, does not mean into 


Jordan, what is the meaning of eis Ta vdep, in the 


« 3s, when applied to Philip and the Eunucb? ( 
I tell the gentleman, that notwithſtanding his of- 
fence at my making uſe of the Greek, I am fo far 


ualified as to diſcern, that his uſe of the « is very 


whimſica) ; and I deny, that it, with propriety, can 


ſignify x ro, where he fays it is the expreſs ſenſe 


and empbatical. 5 | 
But as to our Lord's coming up firaightway from the 
water, — And their coming up out of the water, men- 
_ tioned in the A#s.— All Mr. B. has ſaid upon this 
(O, appears to me very inconcluſive ; For, allowing, 
that they went down into the water, and came up out 
of the water, the going down or the coming up out of, 
will by no means expreſs or intimate what vas the 
action of baptizing ; but only do repreſent the join! 
attion of Philip and of the Eunuch, before and after 
baptiſm 3 and therefore, to infer plunging from hence, 
D p. 29. (2) Ibid. p. 30, 31. 
| es diſcovers 


| (93) 1 
difcovers too great prejudice.— Be/ides, if the actions 
of going down, and coming up out of, did indicate 
plunging, it would equally ſnew, that Philip was 
plunged with the Eunuch. $5. % 

Moreover, it is well known, that the country where 
they were, was a land of hills and of valleys. To come, 
therefore, at the water in the valleys, they muſt go 
down to them; and to leave them, they muſt come 
10 from them. But a going down into the water, mult 
be determined in its ſenſe and import, from the de- 
en and end of fo going down. This, in the caſe 
before ys, was to make uſe of ſome water for baptiſm; 
but the 4 to be made uſe of, will not be de- 
termined, either by the going down into the water, or 
the coming up out of it. It no way explains the mode 
of the zetion itſelf, either of Jobn's applying water 
to Feſus, or of Philip's applying water to the Euch. 

The text in Matthew has amo, from; but our Lord's 
baptiſm was quite over before he thus aſcended from 
the water; which, ſurely, he might do without hav- 
ing been plunged. Nor does it appear from the Bible 
Hiſtory, that John was authorized to plunge [in bap- 
tizing] either our Lord or any other perſon, But 
the contrary; foraſmuch, as the ſacramental uſe of wa- 
ter among the Jewiſh prieſts had ever been by /prink- 
ling, I mean that water, called the water of ſepara- 
tion, which ſeems to have had a correſpondent de- 
ſign with Jobn's baptiſm, ſuppoſed to be applied alſo 
to the proſelytes of righteouſneſs. — For Jobn was of the 


race of the priefs, the ſon of Zacharias; ſo that it is 


incumbent on Mr. B. to ſhew what authority John 


had for plunging, or uſing baptiſmal water contrary to 


the appointed cuſtom of uſing the purifying water. 
— The word peT1:{ will not be of any avail, ſince 
It has been obſerved, that the Greek language has many 
other words of leſſer latitude, and which would not 
have been capable of ſignifying lei than plunging. (S) 

(5) See the Challenge, p. 17. Nate. | 


1 might 


I I- might; have obſerved, that no greater ſtreſs 
| ſhould be laid upon the phraſe, coming out of, than 
ugpn the phraſe, coming from a place; ſince Dr. 
ott has obſerved, that the Syriac makes no diſtinc- 
tion between «m2, which we render from, and kr. 
which we render aut . ())) 
_. Mr. B.'s great acquaintance with the Greek, muſt 
enable him to know What others affirm,' who are 
aa, 5 5 with the bel Greek 2 * tha 
are NEnnes rom, as properiy as it Ages cia; ane 
chat ere no Nane of firel ch be laid upon it, 
in the preſent controverſy... 
I add, — Unleſs it may have its ſenſe determined 
by the relation which it has to the verb, BIG. 
ut. as Mr. B. allows that e is to be underſtood to 
ſignify in or among, N imo; as it is joine 
with other words in the ſentence: ( So 1 ſhoul 
think; that are, and # too, may ſignify from, when 
Joined with-Pe7]:{. — Since it has been ſyfficiently 
ſbewn, © That Barg manifeſtly ſignifies to. Pour on 
„ 4weter., That it uſually denotes: a very different 
- gh of applying ſome liquid to a ſubjeF?, to what Berle 
does; which denotes, the putting ſomewhat into 4 
2 bguid z and that this might be proved even from 
< choſe Greek authors, cited by Dr. Gab. ( 
And that whateyer. the word ßere ſignifies, it 
«. matters not in the . 5 caſe; ſince, tho? it is 
frequently uſed in the New Tefament, where di. 
< pix ino is plainly intended, it is. never there uſed 
<< with regard to the ordinance of BATISsM. Our 
« Lord's Forerunner is never called, & Barhus, the Dip- 
e per. The ſacramental waſhing, inſtituted by Cbriſt, 
is no here called 3242, or by any word that un- 
++ niſtring baptiſm is always expreſſed by baptizo, not 


i) See his Notes on Mah. iii. 16. (#) Def. p. 28. 
(1) See 4 Treatiſe an the Subje&ts and Made of Baptiſm, p- 43. 
onwards. 
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* by Zaþto. © The queſtion then is, What does this 
« verb #aptizo import? And the true anſwer 1s 
this: It ſignifies either to waſp, which way ſoever 
« the waſhing is performed, or particularly to pot 
eqn or pinie. (mY Wa | 
This writer has, with great judgment, made and 
ſupported the djfti#7o ;, as may be ſeen in the Traffs 


referred to in the margin. And, with the utmoſt 
; Propriety, baptiſm does appear to be an application of 


tmter to a body, and not the application of à boch 10 
„„ WEED Sel 

It was ever fo uſed, as ſacramemtal-water. It in- 
tends no more, in the baptiſm of the Spirit than a 
pouring en. In the baptiſm of #lood, it intends only 
a partial application; and from the baptiſmal appli- 
cation of water in the New Teftament, it appears to 
have been made, by having the body for the ſabject 
of fach baptiſms.— It was not likely, that the Fayler 


and his whole family ſhould be plunged in his houſe 5; 


neither that thofe other bonſpolds ſhould be plunged, 

nor that the 3000 ſhould be plunged, men and wo- 

nen, and, moſt probably, children together. 
Tho' Mr. B. „ will have it much more probable, 


(i) that they ſeparated from their infants at their 


« baptiſm, committing them for a few moments to 
* ſome by-ftanders, who had no children preſent, 
than that they offered uncapable ſubjefs to the 
* adminiftration of that ordinance $ ſince, as ſoon 
as they themſelves were baptized, they might take 
«their infants again, and go home.“ mw; 
The very notion or apprehenſion of their infants 
being incapable ſubjelts, muſt have greatly alarm'd 


this Ferenc multitude ! and does appear in fo ob- 


os and offenſive a view, that not any thing was more 
likely to have given them a &{puf to Chriſtianity. — 
Can any man, who attends to the New Teſtament 
(u) See the Review and Vindication of a late Treatiſe, &c. 
b. 37. | (n) D p. 5%. e pr om 
accounts 


— 


(96) 
accounts of this people, once imagine, that they 
would tamely, and without any reluctanqy, ſubmit to 
a rite of initiation, and put their infants into the 
arms of others, or be ſeparated from them when they 
them ſelves were baptized ? — A people, who had al- 


ways looked upon their children as included with 


themſelves in all the divine purpoſes, either of mercy 
or of judgment, towards them 1 
Let any man conſider this gooo, as moſt pro- 
bably having in it ſome of that very multi- 
tude, mentioned, Matth. xxvii. 28. who thus an- 
wered Pilate, — His blood be on us, and on our chil- 
dren | and then, let him make Mr. B.'s ſeparation, 
if he is able. Would they not be ſolicitous as for 
themſelves, ſo for their children, upon whom they 
had imprecated the curſe, to be included in the dif- 
penſation of pardon ?--They were a people that would 
always covenant and engage for their children, as well as 
themſelves ; and were unlikely to take it into their heads 
to admit of a quiet ſeparation of their infant-children 
from themſelves, at their ſubmitting to the initial rite. 
They were, of all people, the moſt unlikely to part 
with their children, or ſeparate from them,, or re- 
ceive the rite without them: — For, they never had 
been told, that their infants had no right; and if 
they had, much more ſatisfaction muſt have been gi- 
ven them, than what does appear from the New 
Teſtament hiſtory, or they would never have con- 
ſented to ſuch a ſeparation of themſelves from their 
children. — But the contrary appears to have been 
the caſe, and ſtands n en by the baptiſm of 


 bouſholds, upon the profeſſion of their heads. 


Neither is it to be ſuppoſed, that this 3000 was 
Plunged :. The law of Þ 1 

uſing the water of ſcparation, forbad it: And, of con- 
ſequence, the prepoſitions ara, and e, may be well 
underſtood, when related to Chriſtian baptiſm, as 
only expreſſive of coming from the water, by or in 
7 888558 F which 


ecency, as well as that of 
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Aal, can fairly diſprove.” 


2 


5 , Op) 
Which th had been baptized, but not plunged: Some 


water having been applied to their bodies, and not 
their bodies to the water. 1 : 
The Bapiifts, as they call themſelves, are properly 
dipper's; but not baptixers. And that application of 
Water, Which they call rantizing or Jaby Prinklin, is 
moſt truly and properly Baptixing.— Our Anti- 
tt paedobaptiſts are Sebaptizers,” ſays a late writer. (o) 
They do indeed, in part, dip themſelves, by go- 
ing imo the water. They dip a part of themſelves, 
and aſſiſt the miniſter in dipping the other part, 
The above writer . has chaſenged the moſt learned 
te of the Antipaedobaptiſts to produce any cleat 
« evidence of bapti/m being adminiſter'd by dipping, 
in the primitive times, or before the cloſe of the 
IIa century; about which time croſſing, anointing, 
* Sc. came in.“ (p) | | 
And farther, it would be worth Mr. B.'s while to 
femove the force of argument which lies againſt the 
Antipaedobaptifts, in that late Tract, calPd, a Review 
and Vindication, Cc. p. 29, 30. where this queſtion 
$ aſked; ** When and where, then, did the firſt 
Antipaedobaptiſis appear? He anſwers, « In 


« 
* Germany, about, of little more than 200 years 


4 ſince; — Cyprian, indeed, with other antients, were 
2 kind of Znabaptiſts : They pleaded for re-bap- 
* tizing in ſome caſes. * But (ſome of the old Mon- 
* ftanſes excepted) Antipacdobaptiſts there were none, 
or none that we can plainly and certainly diſco- 
ver, before the XVI century; and none of 
* any account for learning and piety, or either, before 
the laſt; This witneſs is true; and what none of our 
„ ANTiPAZDOBAPTISTS, with all their abilities and 


(e A Treatiſe on the Subject, Ic. p. 54. 
(2) Ibid. p. 51, Review, We. p. 55. 


N Moreover, 


(980) 
Moreover, I have been informed, by a worthy 
gentleman, who has converſed very familiarly with 
ſeveral of the adult-baptizers in Holland, that they 
do not plunge, but only ſprinkle or pour on water; nay, 
they reckon, that their brethren in England do lay an 
undue fireſs upon plunging. — The author of the 
Review and Vindication, Sc. has likewiſe taken notice 
of this, p. 30. Note (z)— Total immerſion is not 
eſſential in the ſenſe of foreign Antipaedobaptiſts, 
% who, it is ſaid, baptize by ſprinkling, or pouring on 
e of water.? | | | 
I Would then, before I conclude, aſk Mr. B. this 
queſtion, — If plunging be an eſſential to baptiſm; 
and baptiſm only to be applied to adult-perſons; ſo 
that none but ſuch perſans, ſa baptized, do make a 
profeſſion of their. own faith, or are viſible members 
of Cbhriſ's church, — What muſt we eſteem foreign 
Antipaedobaptifs, and all others, who come ſhort of 
this ſtandard ? Shall we wunchrifianize all but the 
almoſt inperceptible few, who have ſubmitted to be 
gipped in adult-age? Shall we deny, that a number 
of Mr. B.“'s hearers, and thauſands of others, who 
attend public worſhip, in other ſocieties of his deno- 
mination, but are not dipped; ſhall we deny, that 
theſe make any profeſſion of their own faith? and 
that the faith and repentance.of all Paedobaptiſts is 
invalid, without a rebaptization by plunging ? 
Mlethinks there is much more arrogancy-in ſuch an 
inſinuation, than any good man, in a cool thought, 
ean approve: For it ſeems, that tho? men believe in 
Chrift, and do love and bonour him; yea,} have, as | 
they think, been initiated into his church, by ap- 
tiſm; yet, if they do not renounce that their baptiſm, 
and ſubmit to be plunged, in Mr. B.'s way, they have 
made no profeſſion of their own faith, nor are they vi 
ſible meinbers of Gbriſt's church. ee 


Dr. 


{ 99:): 

Dr. Gale has ſaid nothing leſs than Mr. B. — See 
his Reflections, Gc. p. 80, 81. where he concludes, 
„That none are baptized, but believers, dipped 
« into the water; and that ſuch who are not ſo 
« baptized, are not rightly initiated; and have no 
« title to church-memberſhip, but ſhould be dif- 
« claimed.” 

Upon the whole, I preſume this to be a fair conclu- 
ſion, that all aſſuming airs and preteufions to undoubted 
evidence in favour of a mode, which has nothing to ſup- 


rt it, either from former diſpenſations, or from reaſon, 


or from the Goſpel, [as I hope I have ſhewn plunging 
in baptiſm has not] all ſuch airs had much better be 


| hid aſide; and, at leaſt, the n 7 | 
rom them, may differ 


allow, that thoſe who differ 
with as much reaſon, as much integrity, and with as 


good underſtandings as they themſelves differ from 


others. 

To conclude. I am aware that controverſies among 
Chriſtians have generally a very bad effect in making 
diviſions wider, by beigbining animoſities, and exciting 
uncharitable diſpoſitions towards one another; and 
that true morality, the ſpirit and life of religion, has 
thereby extremely ſuffered. But as I have not of- 
fered any thing knowingly that is unworthy the 
Chriſtian character; and have an ardent deſire of 
being found myſelf holding tbe unity of the Spirit in 
the bond of peace; ſo, I humbly hope, I have given 
to no one any juſt reaſon of offence. I am conſcious 
of an affectionate eſteem for all good men, who dif- 


fer from me in the ſpirit of charity. At the ſame 


time, I abhor bigotry in any, as it has been produc- 
tive of the moſt direful effects in religious ſocieties; 
and, fo far as it prevails, ppoils the beſt tempers, and 
ſullies the glory of the moſt. pious characters. 

I Would take leave of the controverſy, by offer- 
ing up that prayer of the Apoſtle's : — Now ibe 


God © 
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